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INTRODUCTION 


t 
/ 
| The problem and purpose of this thesis is to discover the 
Be ideas which the pre-exilic literary prophets held in 

regard to peace. It also seeks to trace, in so far as is pos- 
sible, any development of these ideas during the period of the 


pre-exilic literary prophets. 


In regard to the limits which we have placed upon this 
ieee we have confined ourselves to the pre-exilic literary 
'p Prophets, a limitation which is self-explanatory. The problem 
of limits, however, is not as simple as it appears, because mod- 
eae scholarshiv has questioned and in many instances rejected 
ar exilic or Post-exilic materiel found in the books of the pre- 
'exilic prophets. In these instances we have not considered it 
| Part of our problem to give detailed consideration to the criti- 
cal Problems involved. We have attempted to find the consensus 
of modern scholarship and abide by its decision. Only passages 
generally accepted as the authentic work of the prophet to whom 
| they are attributed have been considered. 
| In view of the traditional belief that the book of Ezekiel 


comes from the land of exile, it seems necessarv at this point 


|to justify our consideration of the first twenty-four chapters 


‘of this book in our study. Until 1900 the traditional view was 
‘not seriously auestioned, and there is still much to be. said 
for it. It is essentially the view thet Ezekiel was a young 


Priest who was carried into Babylon in the first exile in 597 B. 
C., and thet after he had been there five years he began his 


viii 


prophetic activity. This view was held ‘i (ie al tid co Sigs dace in 
1696, 1 py Budde, writing in 1899,° by Cormill, writing in 1904, 


4 by Robinson, writing in 1918, ie by 


y Redpath, writing in 1907, 
ewer, Writing in 1920,° and by Cooke, writing in 1936.' It is 
to be expected that the earlier writers mentioned would support 
he older traditional view, but when we find a writer of as re- 


cent date as Cooke, who carefully weighs the newer theories, 


supporting essentially the old view, we must realize that the 


natter is by no means settled. 


Turning to the other side of the argument, we find that 


the traditional view of Ezekiel hes been seriously questioned. 
Hermann, writing in 1908 and again in 1924, argues that the book 
| ) 

‘eannot be thought of as e unity, but must be taken as a collec- 
i 


tion of sermon notes edited first by Ezekiel, and since worked 


over by severel hands. © 


Ezekiel all except Passages which he recognizes as poetry, al- 


H8lscher, writing in 1924, denies to 


aiairs in all some 250 verses.” Torrey, writing in 1930, 
brought forth the theory that the originel evthor came from the 


reign of Manasseh, but that the book as we have it is largely 


a: CR hh an a 


A a a A | Scr SmdgnEe caauaeuina® cam 


Cooke, A ponte Peat and Exegetical Commentary on the Book of 


1 
2 
3 
4 Book of the Prophet Ezekiel, 
P a e: and the SOEBetS , p. 146. 
7 
8 Ezekiel, Pp. xxxiii. 
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“"gietion" of the exile.!° Dr. James Smith, writing in 1931, 
= forth the theory that Ezekiel's prophecies were spoken 
in Palestine during the reign of Manasseh, end that they were 
‘addressed to North Israe1.!t Herntrich, writing in 1932, aban- 
“gons the exilic frenework of the book. Much of the first 
twenty-four chapters are Ezekiel's, but ere addressed to the 


| 
| seepre of Jerusalem. The Babylonian fremework in these chapters 


i'4s the work of a later hand. Of the remainder of the book, 


chapters 33-39 may come from Ezekiel, having been spoken in the 


exile. }? The view of Hermtrich has been accepted almost in its 
| 


|entirety by Harfora, 1 and has been tentatively accepted by Dr. 


4 
| Hewiae 2 


With the traditional view of Ezekiel so questioned, and in 


‘light of this new view which makes the first twenty-four chap- 


|ters come from Jerusalem before the fell of the city, and in 


light of the fact that even according to the more traditional 


'view these chapters come from before 586 B.C. (though, according 
i 

,to this view, from Babylon), we feel obligated to consider these 
| 

Chapters as part of our source material for pre-exilic prophetic 
thought. 

| 

Our method has been first to try to get a chronological 

(10 Torrey, as cited by Harford, op. cit., pp. 2iff. 

/11 Smith, James, as cited by Harford, op. cit., pp. 27f. 

\12 Hermtrich, as cited by Harford, op. cit., pp. 28ff. 

ras Harford, oP. eit., po. S4ff. 


(14 Leslie, Brief Outline and Bibliography for the Later Pro- 
Phets (Mimeograph), Dp. l. 
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view of peace in prophetic thought by analysing the writing of 
/each prophet for his views concerning peace and war, classifying 


such passages in accordance with the ideas which they involve. 


| the context in which they occur, but also the help of modem 


scholarship by using commentaries end by comparing various 


“trenslations. After making the chronological survey, we have 


sought to unify the material to discover the fundamental ideas 


“revealed and the development that took place in the prophetic 
| 


‘thought of peace during the pre-exilic period. 


! 
| 


Pcuay and which are not otherwise credited are from The Old 


‘Testament, An American Translation, edited by J. M. Powis Smith, 


All the quotations from the Bible which are used in this 


and published by the Chicago University Press in 1935. 
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CHAPTER I. ‘THE TERI SuALoe 


The first essential to an understending of peace in the 


meaning of the word which these writers used for "peace". It is 


true thet in our leter considerations we will find it necessary 


| 
} thought of the pre-exilic prophets is to grasp the fundamental 
| 


i deal with many passages in which that term does not appear, 


hiefly because of the very broad connotations of our term 


"neace," but we must begin with an understanding of the term 


ae 

shalom is a late, or new, Hebrew word with a root meaning 
o be complete or sound. Something of its force and meaning is 
ndicated by the way this root found expression in related lan- 
vages. In Phoenician it carried the meaning complete, requite. 
“ Arabic this root expressed be safe, secure, free from fault, 
make over, resign or submit oneself (especially to God, whence 
the words Muslim and Islam), safety, security. Assyrian words 


derived from this root carried the meaning be complete, unharmed, 


be paid, welfare. Aramaic words using this root connotate be 


Ucbuisto, peaceful, safe, security, welfare. Old Aramaic used 
| 

pens root in words meaning reward, repay, submission. In 
Ethiopic this root expressed security, peace. 


| It is evident from the above that one of the fundamental 


{ 


ree carried by this root is thet of wholeness or complete- 


| -_ = 
ness. Thus shalom as a masculine noun has as its first meaning 


completeness, end its related verb has as its primary meaning to 
| ; 


t Bra" hs prayer: EBS Bohegs, A Hebrew and English Lexicon of the 


| 


by a corresponding adjective which may be used in deseribing 


aia weights, whole stones, ora full and abundant reward. 


This wholeness expressed by shalom may simply mean the phy- 


sical wholeness or health of the individual. An example of the 


se of shalom as indicating the wholeness of physical health is 


ata 


a in the rejoicing of the sick man who is healed. Thus when 
Oe recovers from his illness he praises Yahweh: “My bit- 

terness was healed to shalom" (Is. 38:17).7 

The unit of wholeness is not necessarily confined to the 


ndividual. shalom was used to designate the state of peace ex- 


a 6 le 


isting in the various wholes to which the individual belonged. 
f special importance are the family, the town, and the nation. 
eace consisted in the aavieard ad of communal solidarity, whether 
het community be the family centering in the father, the tow 
entering in the elders, or the netion centering in the King. 
Closely related to the fundamental meaning of wholeness is 


ermony. For where there is "totality" in a community, there is 


- 8 «= a eee | 


Pesos In such a community the blessing flows freely among 
he various ieee The plece of harmony in the concept of 
= may be illustrated by the family. The peace relationship 
: the family was perhaps the most intimate of all the Hebrew 


elationships, its dissolution meant the min of life. This 


Brown, Driver, and Briggs, A Hebrew and English Lexicon of 
the Old Testament, pp. 1022f. 

Pedersen, israel, Its Life and Culture, p. 311. 
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“Peace rested on 2 ‘common will and a common ‘responsibility, in 


short, on harmony.’ Not only in the femily, but in all other 


phases of life, to act in Peace was to act in harmony with those 
with whom one had to dent. 

ie 

) In our survey of the meaning of the root of shalom, we 
/ 


noted that in Assyrian and Aramaic this root carried the meaning 


lof welfare. This same meaning is carried by the Hebrew shalom 
when it is used to indicate welfare, prosperity, and freedom 
from anxiety.” The significance of this element of welfere and 


| 

‘blessing in shalom is demonstrated by the fact that "sh&ildm to 
you" was the usual greeting both at meeting and parting. In 

| 

this greeting the Hebrew gave a blessing which meant well-being 


‘for the other and established a community between the two which 


at least meant inviolability.!° 
| 
‘on @ journey, the expression "go in peace" was used, implying | 


|that everything was as it ought to be, that those left behind 
| 


cig in harmonv with him, and that his jourmey was to be suc- 


When a man was about to set out 


The significance of shaldm as welfare is indicated by the 
| 


fact that peace and blessing are so closely united that it is 


| 12 


impossible to separate them. If one had peace, he had 


F Ibid., pp. 274f. 

Snel etas; ps '278:. 

9 Brown, Driver, and Briggs, op. cit., Pp. 1023. See also Smith, 
Ward, and Bewer, A Critical and Exegetical Commentary on 

lao Mioah, Zephaniah, Nahum, Habakkuk, Obadiah, and Joel, p. 304. 

Pe ersen, op. cit., Pe 3503. 

lai Ibid., p.- 312% 

\k2 Ibid., p. 311. 
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‘complete harmony ana happiness, ‘and could. wish Rok no more ain 


life. As such a blessing it is a positive force and comprises 


| 
all that the Israelite understood by "good" and "joy." 


Another indication of the way in which welfare and prosper 


ity were signified by shalom is found in the close relationship 


| between that term and fertility. If the family enjoyed Deace 
“at enjoyed fertility within itself so that it might never die 
out. It also enjoyed fertility in its fields and vineyards so 
| that it had an abundance of the material blessings of 1ite.14 


Our survey of the related words in other languages showed 


that they carried in almost every instance the idea of security. 
This same meaning is carried by shalom. This security, however, 
in old, fighting Israel was limited to a mutual security among 


those who lived in peace. +> Thus peace as security was not 


necessarily the opposite of war. There were friends and there 
were enemies, and peace consisted of mutual security among 
friends and victory over one's chewteae® Peace with one's 
enemies consisted in rendering them impotent and was thus iden- 
tical with domination.?! 

An important aspect of the concepts involved in the term 
| aa s igs indicated by its close relationship to b®rfth, the 
word for "covenant." The words are of different origin, but 
designate verv similar reletionships. They are often used 
a2 speGs, Pp. 5i5f. 
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interchangeably, and where it does not. ‘appear » in the context, we 


often cannot grasp the distinction between them. b€rfth is more 
commonly used of a community entered into by unrelated persons, 
) bee this is because there is more reason to refer to this tyDe 
| of peace relations. The two words are also frequently used to- 


gether as "a covenant of peace," which is only a stronger ex- 


nl8 

The making of a peace or covenant wes followed by an ex- 
change of gifts. These gifts were not only en outcome of the 
covenent, but served also to strengthen it. 19 The power of the 
gift to make peace is indicated by one of the terms used to 
designate it, shalmonIm, which is obviously related to shalom.* 
An extension of this idea into international realms implied that 
commercial intercourse and the exchange of cultural character- 
istics were necessary between peoples who were at peace one wit 
another. = 

The covenant aspect of the term shaldm is also indicated by 
the fact that this term is used to designate a covenant rela- 
tionship with Goa e 


We find, then, thet the prophets inherited in their term 


for peace a word which involved the concepts of wholeness, har- 
mony, welfare, security, and the covenant relationship. We now 


turn our attention to a chronological survey of the place which 


118 Ibid., p. 285. 
fie Ebi a. ps 296: 
Kaos Tha. 5. Pp. 302. 
Py Thies.” pi. 293. 


pression for "covenant. 
| Driver, and Briggs, op. cit., p. 1023. 
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; our idea of peace, i.e., as the opposite of war. 
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 GHAPTER II. A CHRONOLOGICAL VIEW OF PEACE IN 
PROPHETIC THOUGHT--AMOS THROUGH MICAH 
I. Amos 


The term shalom is not used in the extant writings of the 


t 
t 


first of the literary prophets.! All that we can learn of Amos! 


{ 


thought of peace we must learn from those passages in which he 


feals with war, paradoxical as this may seem. 


- Amos was neither soldier nor statesman, but prophet. He 


made no suggestions concerning fortifications or armaments, nor 


aid he attempt to shape the Political Dpolicy of the state. We 


| 
he not even know whether he regarded Jeroboam's state Policy as 
| 


ise or foolish. Rather, he concerned himself chiefly with the 


oral condition of the nation, holding thet only by every man 


eating justly with his neighbor could the state be strong.© He | 
saw Yahweh as a God of righteousness who would punish Isreel mes 
ta morel faults. This punishment is variously represented as 

plague, earthquake, or eclipse, but it is most frequently repre- 
sented as the overrunning of Isreel in bettle.? Amos never ee 
ahweh's agent, but i eeu probable that he thought of Assyria 


as the conquering force.* The key to Amos' pronouncements of 


Cripps, A Gritical and Exegetical Commentary on the Book of 


Smith, H. P., The Religion of Israel, pp. 137f.; see also 
ahs obo Oe pe SEP) BuTen We ROP Re Bee ot 
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~ 4udement is found in Amos 5:18-27 where the prophet deals with 


! 
‘ 
' 
! 
| | 


| 
‘ia Populer concept of the Day of Yahweh. The people had 


iris of this day as one of crisis when Yahweh would work for 
itthem ea final victory over their adversaries.> But Amos holds 
thet instead this day, if the Deople continue in their present 


éisregard of their moral obligations, will be a day of misfor- 


tune on which He will ‘exile Tera "beyond Damascus. "© 


| 
: We turn now to a review of the various oracles where Amos 
pietures war as the means by which Yahweh inflicts his judgment 


upon Isreel. 


i The first such oracle is found in Amos 2:13-16 where the 


| : 
Picture is of a terrible military disaster which will ere long 


overtake the nation, in which the bravest will flee in panic." 


Verse 13, which reads 


| "Behold, I am going to make a groaning under you, 
| ‘As a wagon groans that is loaded with sheves." 


has sometimes been interpreted as refering to an earthauake, but 


earthquake in this verse. As he points out, the prophet's mind 
na filled with war, and the groans which come from the threshing 


floor under the weight of the threshing sledge is a suitable 


Harper is Probably correct when he finds nothing suggesting an 
: | 


compe rison for the groans of men in time of war. 


In 3:11 Amos ends a prophecy of doom with the picture of a 


Sain (not an affliction)? surrounding the land and plundering the 


| 

iH 
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In 4:3 we get a picture of the "cows of Bashan, 
termed the ladies of Samaria, being forced to leave the city 
through breaches made in the walls by the foe.t9 They are not 


escaping as fugitives through breaches made for escape, but are 
ime 


| Pelng carried away captive by the enemy. 
So far in these passages Amos has been talking about a war 

which is to be brought against Isreel in the future, but in 4:10 

we find past wars interpreted es the judgment and the act of 

| Yahweh. The reference to Egypt is probably a later note, en | 

ig the phrase "Together with your captured horses;" 3 put we 

feel thet Cripps goes too far in saying thet any allusion to iad 


| slaying with the sword is out of place in this verse.-* The 


Prophet does not have in mind any particular battle such as the 


A5 


Slaughter by Hazael and Benhadad in the reign of Jehoahaz, but 
rather to the whole of the long Syrian conflict. 


In 5:3 we have a picture of a city with ninety per cent of 


its warriors destroyed. ‘hile Robinson points out thet because 


they are mentioned as men of military power it does not neces- 


16 


sarily follow that they ere to be destroyed by war, we feel 


that the tone of the preceding verses justifies Buttenwieser's 
view, thet this is a picture of defeat in battle which but ten 


ID Dre ver,.oP. elt... ps. 168. 

A Omearper, Op. 6132). ppl: 87f. . 

ae. Mens G. A. peeee. Grt.7.vol. I, ps. 1359. 
(13 Cripps; op: Giz.) pd. 174f. 

im tere: 7p. ra. 

5) meareér, oP. ¢€1%.; 62 100. 

2G) Bopingon, .6D« elt. B« 112. 
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“uses an idiom which indicates that the Punishment is imminent, 


we Marper,. Ops. Cit... De. 167. 


| 


of the army survives.17 _ 
6:14 gives a picture of punishment at the hands of a re 
which the Lord is raising up egainst Isreel. The Hebrew here 


but it is to be noted that here the "affliction" carries with 


it no idea of captivity.t®© The "nation" is not named here, but 


it is Assyria.-? 
"A Declaration of War" is the term applied to 7:7-9 by 

G. A. Smith.-° In this orecle Israel is measured by the Plumb- 

line, is found wanting, and doomed. The destruction "with the 


sword" indicates that Yahweh's agent will be the army of an in- 


vader, most likely the "nation" of 6:14.24 1 should be noted 
that the destruction of Israel is here pictured as climaxing in 
the destruction of the dynasty of Jeroboam. <* 

The conflict of Amos with Amaziah, related in 7:10-17, 
gives us another picture of the judgment of Yahweh being visited 
by war. This passage, unlike the rest of Amos, is in pure prose 


and it is the only section in which the prophet is refered to in 


the third person, Pointing to the fact that it was not written 


pe Amos, but the passage bears signs of being a true account of 


the actvel facts.“ The judgment of Amaziah includes only 


17 Buttenwieser, The Prophets of Israel, p. 216. 
18 Cripps, op. cit., D. 216. 


|19 Harper, op. cit., P. 157, see also Robinson, op. cit., PD. 


119. 
oo Meth, G.Aan OPe alt.,2vea. I; vp. Lil. 
et Driver, oD. Git.,: De. 209. 


25 Cripps, op. cit., pp. 227ff.; see also Smith, G. A., op. 
Cake, Wl. Ls Pe Os. 
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Wace usual to the sack of a city in that time, and is not a. 
special threat against the priest, but a repetition of Amos' 


prediction of the fall of the nation with the assurance that 
24 


Amaziah shall see it. 


| 
| In Amos 9:7-8 we get whet most scholars“ believe to be the 
| 


eo of authentic Amos material. Here we get an assurance that 
Israel will, because of her sin, be treated like the other na- 
tions, and that complete destruction awaits her, but we are not 


} 


told the method of this destruction. If, as Cripps believes, 


verse 10 is also to be counted as genuine, this destruction is 
| 26 


to be by war. 
| From these passages it is clear that Amos regarded destruc- 
ttion by war as one, and indeed, the major, method by which Yah- 

weh would punish his peoples*! Contrary to many modern prophets, 


he regarded war as a means of producing a more sover, humble, 


and religious ettitude among those upon whom it is afflictea.-° 


Barton feels that because Amos thought of Yahweh as using war as 
| | 
‘Punishment upon his people, that his concept was that of a just, 


i 
but not an ethical Goa. ©? While we may feel thet Barton's judg-. 
ment is e bit harsh, we must admit that Amos does not think of 


{| 
{ 


Peace as an ideal which God strives to maintain, but rether 


| 
| 


24 Smith, W. R., oP. cit., pp. 124f. 
25 Cripps, op. cit., pp. 264f.; Robinson, op. cit., p. 106; 
Harper, ob. cit., pp. 195f.; and also Wellhausen, Cheyne, 
| anaG. A. Smith. 
6 Cripps, op. cit., pp. 264ff. 
| 7 Peters, The Religion of the Hebrews, p. 212. 
28 McFadyen, The Message of Israel, Pp. 117. 
29 Barton, The Religion of Israel, p. 98. 
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thinks of it as a national Bisactie which Goa will revoke as a 


means of punishing his people. 
| 
| 


| Closely related to Amos’ belief that war will be used of 


) Yehven in his judgment of Isreel is his belief thet He will also 
cee war in judgment upon the foreign nations. This belief is 
reserved for us in Amos 1:3-2:5 where we have a series of ora- 
cles dealing with various neighboring nations. These oracles 
fell into a set form, first the formule "For the three trens- 
gressions of Damascus, And for the four, I will not turn it 


| 
ra 3", then an instance of the nation's guilt, and finally, the 


egree of destruction by war and captivity. Assyria is not men- 
pata but it is the Assyrian method of dealing with nations 
Which is described, and it is safe to say thet here again the 
prophet had that nation in mind as Yahweh's agent. 


The authenticity of this section of material is one of the 


critical Problems in the book of Amos. The oracles of 1:9-12; 
2:4-5, against Tyre, Edom, and Judah, are most seriously doubted. 
Cripps feels that there are "good arguments" for retaining 1:9- 
13,22 and Driver is inclined to retain 1:11-12, 7 Harper rejects 
these three oracles, G. A. Smith rejects the oracles against 


yre and Edom, 24 and Wellhausen doubts the oracle against Edom. >> 


This study is not the place for settling such critical problems; 


O Smith, G..A., op. cit., vol. I, Pp. 122; see. also Cripps, op. | 
Riess PP. L2If,; end Harper, op. €1t., pp. Lf. 

= OGrtpps, op. clti spon 285f. 

2 Driver, op. cit., pp. 1L4eff. 

5> Harper, op. cit., p. 28. 

Pc. Conhe pe Oe Clto,. Vol. L, DP. LETTE. 

& Peiver, ep. cit., po. 14&2rr. 
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for our Durpose we limit ourselves to the less questionable ore- 


13 | 


cles against Damascus, Gaza (Philistia), Ammon, and Moab. 
The oracle against Damascus is in 1:3-5. The specific 
rime is threshing Gilead "With threshing-tools of iron." This 
Ss probably a reference to a form of punishment inflicted upon 


prisoners of war, the prisoners being forced to lie on the 


round and heavy threshing instruments were driven over then.-° 


e punishment to be inflicted for this barbarity is a fire and 


the breaking of "the bar of Damascus." Fire is here used symbo- 
Lically for war. The bar was a part of the defense of the city 
gate, and when the city was captured, it was spoken of as 
"broken. "37 

| 
plished by war, for there is a reference to fire (here, as above, 


The destruction of Gaza in 1:6-8 is likewise to be accon- 


equivalent to war), and to the cutting off of the inhabitants. 


it 


| 
i 
| 
! 


1 ty--"they ripped up the pregnant women of Gilead"--in their 


In 1:13-14 the Ammonites are judged for unnecessary barbar- 


territorial warfare. This is to result in their punishment by 

mar, suggested in the symbolical references to fire, the refer- 

| 

pice to the day of battle, and to the king and princes being 

rane to exile. 

In the oracle against Moab, 2:2-3, we again have punishment 

lepicted in terms of war, again there is the symbolical use of 

ire, and Moab is personified es dying under the assult of 

6° Harper, op. e@¢it., p. 28: 

7 Ibid., pp. 19f.; see also Cripps, op. Clay, Doe Leir.sand 
Driver, op. cit., PP. 134f. 

8 Driver, op. cit., pp. 147¢f. 
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From these oracles against the foreign nations we get 


another view of Amos" thought concerning war. It is true that 


Wanton aggravations of war, but he does not condemn war as a 


whore. 7° Here, as in the case of his oracles against his own 


| 
| 
| 
in the oracles against Damascus and Ammon he condemns certain 
| 
| 
| 


nation, Amos thinks of war as e method of divine punishment, of 
‘peace as a national blessing which God revokes to punish the 
nations. 

There are two passages in Amos in which we have pictured 
ithe futility of any armed resistance against the enemy in the 
day of Yahweh's judgment. The first of these is 2:14-16, where 
hale thet time swiftness, strength, experience, and skill in the 


use of weapons fails. The second is found in 6:8-14, where Amos 


‘preaches that the nation's boasted strength will be powerless to 


lavert invasion, in these words: 


"'Have we not, by our own strength, 

| Acauired power for ourselves?' 

| "For lo, I am raising up against you, 0 

' house of Israel, 

..& nation; 

| And they shall crush you from the entrence 
H of Hamath 

| Unto the brook of the Arabah.'" 

| 


| This protest against confidence in military power is exact-| 
‘ly what We should expect to find in Amos, for he hela that the 
nation could not endure by virtue of military prowess, but only 
by virtue of righteousness, “1 Quite naturally, therefore, 

| 


40 Smith, G. A., op. cit., p. 133. 
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dit ta py" prowess would be to no eats Agathe an army that was 


the agent of Yahweh's judgment. Is it too big a step to say, 


on the basis of this, thet Amos wes a pacifist? It probably is, 


| 
for Amos, as we have seen, saw in war nothing that would make it 


| dus seible for Yahweh himself to use it as an instrument of 
| L 


judgment. But we are not overstepping when we see in Amos’ 
thought a nascent pacifism, for he, as these verses indicate, 
‘held that peace would not come through military strength, but 


only by right and just dealings emong men, which is the founda- 


|, stom principle of moderm pacifism. Note, however that in modern 


pdebitan, peace comes through right and just dealings emong men 
of all nations, because of those right end just dealings, while 


with Amos peace comes because the right and just dealings within 


his nation secure the favor of Yahweh. 
| 
II. Hosea 
The second of the literary prophets, Hosea, comes a genera- 
‘tion efter Amos. Like his predecessor's, Hosea's extant writ- 


ings are marked by an absence of the use of the term sha16m. 2 


Therefore, here again we are forced to learn the prophet's 
| 


‘thoughts on the matter of peace from those passages in which he 


{ 


| 
is concerned with war, 


i 
| 
| 


will bring judgment upon his people. The passages which carry a 


Like Amos, Hosea regards war as the means by which Yahweh 


specific reference to punitive war are, however, fewer in Hosea 
| 
42 Young, op. cit., p. 736. 
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‘than in Amos. It is more cheracteristic for Hosea to pronounce 
ans divine destruction without naming the agency which Yahweh 
‘will use to carry out this destruction. This seems to be the 
case in Hosea 5:12-14. One scholar of eminence sees verse 13 of 
this oracle as a reference to Assyria as the punitive agency; 7° 
but most interpreters see this passage as a reference to the in- 
ability of Assyrie to aid in preventing the divine chastisement. 
| In an orecle contained in 7:8-16 we get two references 
which may more Probably be interpreted as indicating that Hosea 
‘thought of war as Yahweh's instrument of punishment. The first 
of these is in verse 11, "I will spread my net over them." The 


os 


| ' 
net very obviously symbolizes captivity, and it would only be. 


‘through war that a captivity would be accomplished. In the 


closing verse of this oracle the sword is mentioned. The sword 
here seems to bs obviously the symbol of war, but it is not 


‘Clear whether Egypt 1? or Asaynia?® will bring the sword. 


: In 8:1-3, which is perhaps best regarded as the climax of 
AT : 

war. The Assyrians will come with the swiftness of an eagle 

upon the land, for the people have rejected the good. 78 


| 
the preceding oracle, we have the pronouncement of inevitable 
Qur next threat of punishment which involves the thought 


of war is found in 8:13, "They shall return to Egypt," which is 


Shtth, O5.MI9Ff, op. cit., p. 56. 

Brown, The Book of Hosea, pp. 767ff.; and Harper, op. cit., 
Ppp: 302ef. 

So Brown, oP. cit., PP. 67Fff. 

So Harper, op. cit., Pp. 307. 

BaVeb; LGicAs, op. cit., vol. I, p. 298. 
Berper,00OPp.°cit.,°p.2508; also Brown, op. cit., DP. 7Of. 
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to be regarded as a threat of an actual captivity in Heypt.19 | 
| Another threat of exile is found in 9:3. Both Egypt and 


Assyria are mentioned as the agents of this exile (which we 
t 


| The same indecision as to the place of exile is revealed * 
| 
| 926, where the first line, most moderns agreeing,-+ should be 


read "For lo, they shall go to Assyria." Here the people are 
(viewed as if they had already left their war desolated homes to 
be buried in exile. 
| An oracle in 10:13b-15 pictures judgment coming in the form 


of either civil war, 2? or war from without. The mention of 


| 
i 
| 
! 
| 
{ 


| Shallum is probably a reference to the Assyrian conqueror 
\\ 


| Shalmaneser Iv.54 The mention of this Assyrian monarch is ob- 
viously a threat of war, Israel will be destroyed in the same 


| 
| 
| 
i 


way in which he destroyed Beth-arbel. 


In 11:5-7 we have a threat of the sword destroying the 
‘cities, fields, and fortresses. The war will result in exile 


jeither to Egvpt or Assyria. The sword is here to be regarded as 


(ao Tpid., pe. Tort. 

|50 Harper, op. cit., pp. 97f. 

‘SY Getans @: Bei Op? ett; vol: I; 'pr°303. 
52 Brown; Op. ctt., DP. 79 


I 
| 
ms personified. 


mere se er ee es ee ee ee ee eee 


Hos@a 10:14, 
54 Brown, op. cits, Pp. 95. 
I55 Ibid., p. 101. _ 
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| Some of these passages have been marked by a very general 
and sometimes veiled reference to war, but the last, 13:15-16, | 
is unmistakably clear and rether horrible in its details. 


Their children be dashed in Pieces, 


"They must fell by the sword, 
And their pregnant women be ripped open." 


nen last details were certain to follow every defeat in war in 
| ents period.>° 

| From this review we are convinced that Hosea, like Amos,-" 
‘could not have thought of peace as an ideal which God would 


strive to preserve, but rather thinks of it as e netional bles- 


| sing which Yahweh will violate to punish His people. 


| Unlike Amos, who had nothing to say concerning the nation's 


[eeaeeen Policy, Hosea was continually denouncing foreign al- 


8 
ignk Gai Indeed, such alliances constitute for Hosea one of 
59 


| the chief reasons for Yahweh's destruction of the nation. 


The first such denunciation is contained in Hosea 5:12-14. 
Ephraim, in his sickness, which includes political anarchy, 


Civil war, and religious and morel deterioration, had sent to 
60 

Assyria for help. This may refer to the tribute sent by 

Menahem to the King of Assyria in 738 B.C., or it may refer to 


an event in the reign of Ahaz, 734 B.c, Ot The reference to 


SO wttih, G. Ac. Obs Clt.,..vol. ce De) oa06 
Sy. map, ff... 11. 


—— rr re ee ee eee 


Development, pp. 97f. 
59 Bade, The 01 


Judah is read 'Israel' by many scholars, including Harber, ©2 but 


RE da cg Oa cOk be. gt VOlie, Doge Pe 282 
62 Harper, op. cit., Pp. 278. 


i Loubheg vor ae 
sof-a!: cE fant oH 


el. 


ah fds 


4 geal» odd be Mey 
| waboe id ot berlead od nae 
| "reo feqy, fy ad *nsmon atmanges 


nw 


as cow ot PeSYSH yreve wolfot, ot ciamaeo 


| 


'S gomA exif ,eenok stent Seomivace ora ou neh 


| 

| bivow Sol sotdn Iseht ce es sopeg to: guess ‘- 

~eeld Lansisad a ea $i to exhind veddter: dud Fe TREE hve 

by 1b th ; WG 

eldoeq eth Wein of otafolv ri tw domcey do tee sie oe 

e'solten esd apteresmos yse of amidton bed one Bom ax tin r 

~fa pptétot antonueseb rilsuaténoe een 888 0H wontod: “sp terot fp be 

8. Pe 

to eno saeco scat evutidenos esonalife mouse Heobnt Be cometh on 
ee 


siotted edt to moltouttesd Jp ' dewstey TOT eon BeT qetto. eda a 


A1-Si32 sseod nt Sentetaco ef netiatonummad rigye joni, ext a 


oy 


.vdorens Ieoltifleg ashtlont tloftdw ,eeeqdo fe etd mt qetan a.) 


! 


ef) . 

vd thee studint ont,.o¢ tetert van afnTt «tied: tet sinye adsl 

ot ister. yar tf 10 ,..0. SEY of sixvaedA Fo atta ond ot. resfane |, 
1 


St constetey sat: 19°55 SEY .ssHA to apie odt wh Jrsyve. cei Be 


| 
, | 
tud >° =, edualH sotbufont  arsaforioe yaam yd *tesred’ ‘pRer at debut} 


Reta rast ae ~ Lov Pie ty fs fae 


fisoivotsilt ett of tnemetesT BLO odd 36 oxutered. 


) 
ot ifes bed. .pwottarofieseh Istom brs avolg tion has .isw ftytoh af 
-O3f .¢ ,vabe? To: Jin tl eis ne iremases? 


I ; 19 


| ; 


[Brow feets that 'Judah' should be retained es more appropriates 


Whatever the right solution in regard to such details may be, 


the principle involved is clear--"But he (Assyria) is not eble 
‘to heal you." 
In 7:8-16 we heave an oracle whose basic theme is Israel's 


disloyal foreign policy. It opens in verse 8 with the statement 


thet "Ephraim westes away among the peoples." The meaning here 
| 


is not a loss of independence, nor the seeking of help from oth- 


fa nations, but the acceptance of foreign fashions and tdeas,°" 
In verse 9 we have what is probably 2 reference to tribute paid 
by Menahem and to the territory lost by Pekah, but it may involve 
more recent experiences, ©5 In verse 11 the vacillating policy 
of turning first to Egypt and then to Assyria is compared to the 


flight of a "silly dove." Finally the pessage is climaxed in 


verse 16 where the leaders, because of an Egyptian policy which 


is being followed, are doomed to the sword, 08 


H 
f 


f 


Turning to 8:9 we find Isrsel has gone up to Assyrie and 
has given love-gifts. The going up to Assyria is not a refer- 
ence to exile, but to dependence upon that Power for assistance. 
The giving of love-gifts was the seeking of the aid of Assyria 
and Egypt with gifts.°" Verse 10 seems to continue the same 
thought, but it is taken as a gloss by Harper, °8 George Adam 
Brown, op. cit., PD. 54. 

merper,” Op.’ ‘cit. , Pp.’ 401. 

Brow, Ope Cressy Po. GTrt. 

Harper, op. cit., P. 307. 
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e Smith, and Marta 9 belongs with this section of 


Verse 14 also 


material, and continues the criticism of dependence upon foreign 


powers, but this verse is held to be genuine only by Brown, (9 it | 


TL {2 


is suestioned by Marti, Duhm, and Moffatt, and Harper. 


George Adam Smith holds that it is certainly a later addition, 
feeling that it is based on Amos. !> 
. 10:6 gives us @ prediction of the’ calf, the idol of Ephreim 
eing carried to Assyria as a present to the king. Shame and 
reproach will rest upon Isreel, not because they have taken an 
bject from their temple to Present to a foreign king, for this 
eems to have been common practice, but rather because of the 
ependence upon Assyria which is implied by this ect. ! 4 
Reading 11:5-7 with the American Revised, we have in verse 
| a reference to "their own counsels" which Brown believes re- 
fers to Israel's foreign Policy. (> If this be the case, we have 
ere another criticism of the policy of seeking help from for- 
ign powers and a statement of the inevitable destruction which 
1k result from such a policy. It seems ‘ee be better, however, 
o read with J. M. Powis Smith, substituting "fortresses" for 
“counsels. "7° 


In 12:1 we have another reference to Israel's dealings with 


metut, Gihe, GUY Clty, Wels 15° Bs 301. 
Brogn,.op. ¢i%., Pp. 75frt. x 
Smith, G. A., vol. I, p. 232 (footnote). 
Harper, op. cit., Dp. 324, 

Bath, 1G. Ase OR. cltee*vol .:,L,..Be 301. 
Harper, op. cit., Pp. 347. 

Brown, oP. cit., BP. 101. : 
This reading is also prefered by Smith, G. A., op. cit., Vob. 
Le) Be god~ 
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the nations. ionese! 8 Luergaey hows involves aosabacned upon 


ssyria and Egypt, and consequently an acknowledgment of these 
nation's gods. // 

If 14:3 be from Hosea, ¢8 we have here his last criticism 

of reliance upon foreign help. He is envisioning the ideal fu- 
ture, a time when Israel will abjure foreign help from either 
ssyria or Egypt, for the reference to riding on horses is prob- 
ably to be interpreted as dependence upon Egypt rather than re- 


79 The fact that the prophet 


liance upon military strength. 
should include this idea in his vision of the future shows some- 
think of the importance which he attached to it and the inten- 
sity of his oprosition to foreign alliances. 

This brief review has shown us that Hosea is consistently 
opposed to bx adianene or dependence upon Assyria, Egypt, or any 
other foregin Power. One reason for this opposition seems to 
le in the fact that such alliances involved an acknowledgment 
f the gods of the allied power, and were, therefore, insulting 
fe) Yahweh, 9° Whatever the reasons lying behind the opposition 
ay have been, it is clear that Hosea was antagonistic to such 
lliances, and felt that they would only bring destruction, 
hich, as we saw earlier, he frequently thought of in terms of 
ar. In this respect Hosea may be thought of as similar to 
Harper, op. cit., pp. 375f. 

Held genuine by Brown, op. cit., Pp. 119; and Smith, G A. 
a: cit., vol. I, p. 343. Rejected by Harper, Ops. -€1 te, De 


Brown; op. cit., Dp. 119. 
Ort. Meo Re} ope elt.) pp. 632. 
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George Washington whose advice to this nation "to avoid foreign 
entanglements" is famous. This is, so far as we know, the first 
"isolationist policy" in the history of the peace movement, al- 
though the theoretical foundation for it, absolute dependence 


upon Yahweh, is quite different from the foundation of modern 


isolationist programs. 
| Very closely releted to Hosea's distrust of foreign alli-= 
ances is his belief that armaments are equally powerless to 
save. This latter belief, unlike the former, seems to be simi- 
lar to one held by Amos, who likewise preached that armaments 
were powerless to save. 

The first passage in Hosea which reflects this attitude is 
the much disputed 1:7. This verse is rejected by Ha rper®! and 


82 


George Adam Smith” who see in it a characteristically late 


thought and a reference to the deliverence of Judah in the time 
f Sennacherib, 701 B.C. On the other hend, Brown, though 
recognizing that the verse is misplaced in our text, and W. 
obertson Smitho4 both accept it as authentic, and see in it a 
hought which is ba pecterictic of Hosea. We are inclined to 
ccept it as genuine, but who ever may be the author, it would 
eem clear that it represents a pre-exilic Prophetic thought; 
hat Judah will not be saved by war, but by Yahweh. 

The next section from the prophet which expresses his dis- 
pproval of trust in "fortified cities" is 8:14, a passage, 
Perper, OP. cit., Bs 213. | 
Baten, G@. we, GB. Gl&., wok. I, BD. 221. 
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2» Brown, Op. ¢cit., DP. Dz 
a) oeLens OM. Ba, OP. 61t.; p. 186. 
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nm to serious doubts. If 


hich, as we have already seen, °> is ope 


s George Adam Smith holds, it 1s based on Anos, °6 or if, as 
‘Brown holds, it is authentic with Hosea, °F we are justified in 
onside it here. In this passage the prophet protests the 
the increase of fortified cities by Judah. 

In 10:13b-14 we have an undisputed passage in which the 
rophet protests trust in armaments. The prophet's thought here| 
s very clear if we read with the LXX: 

"Because thou hast trusted in thy chariots, in 
the multitude of thy warriors, the tumult (of 
war) shall arise among (or against) thy Peoples, 
and all thy fortresses shall be laid waste. 

In 11:6 we have our last reference in Hosea to the futility 
f trusting in armaments where he pronounces the destruction of 

hraim's fortresses. 

While two ovt of the four passages demonstrating Hosea's 
hought in this matter have been highly questionable, it seems 
hat the accumulative evidence justifies us in saying that, for 
osea, trust in armaments was as futile as was reliance upon 
foreign alliances, neither policy could save Israel from Yahweh' 
estruction. While Hosea's belief here is very closely related 
o that of Amos, which we called nascent pacifism, it should be 
oted that the motive is different. For Amos armaments are in- 
effective because Peace can come only by right and just dealings 


mong men. It would be incorrect to say that Hosea denies this 


85 Supra, p. 20 for a discussion of the authenticity of this 


verse. 
Gatto; G: Rig OP * citi; vol. I, p. 301. 


6 
T Brown; op: cit.;*pp. 735ff: 
8  Tpid. > p."94. 
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principle, but he places much more stress on another, that arma- 


ments are ineffective because peace can come only through trust 
in and devotion to Yahweh. | 


Whether or not Hosea had what can be thovght of as a con- 


cept of an ideal or messianic age is a matter of dispute. Amon 
the scholars who in some way or other indicate that such an age 
was not envisioned by the prophet are Henry Preserved Smith, ©? 
Lods , 7° Harper, 7+ Volz, Nowack, and Marti. 2° Scholars who indi- 
cate that Hosea may have held such a concept are Brown, 7 Jef- 
Sinaeient W. Robertson Smith, > Wellhausen, A. R. Gordon, and 
Moffatt. 2° If Hosea had such a concept, we must gather our 
knowledge of it from such passages.as 1:10-2:1; 2:18; 3:5; and 
14:3. Of these passages, the second and the last, by inference, 
are the only ones which reveal the place that peace held in this 
concept. 

Reversing their order and taking the more indefinite and 
vague passage first, we consider 14:3 in the light of peace in 
the future age. In this bassage Hosea gives a confession which 
Israel will make in the latter day, no longer do they rely for 
Protection on Assyrian or Egyptian might, but find it rather in 


God's promise to show a father's pity.?! Protection, a feature 


69  Saittn, kaha ,oopyeit.,: pp. 248fi. 
91 Harper, op. cit., D. cliii. | 
Py math, . A.) eb. Git. yol. I, Pp. .263.d footnote). 

4 Brown, op. el tet, pp. eof. 

4 Jefferson, Cardinal Ideas of Isaiah, p. 142. 

my eelen, ©. B.; of. c1t.;, p. 186. 

OS Shtth;, GivA.q) loe.peit. 

7 Ibid., vol. I, p. 5343. For critical notes on this passage 
see footnote 78, supra, Pp. 21. 
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of, if:not synonymous with, Peace, in the ideal mae wid louewe 
from Yahweh. 

In 2:18 the picture of peace in the ideal age is more spe- 
cific. It begins with a peace between Israel and the animal 
world. The bow and the sword are to be broken, indicating dis- 
armament, war will cease, and security will be the lot of the 
nation. 2° 

In these tWo passages we get what seems to be a most impor 
tant view of Hosea's idea of peace. First, peace comes through 
disarmament, the abandoning of foreign alliances, and trust in 
Yahweh. Second, the peace consists of (a) freedom from the 


destruction of herds, crops, and life by the animal world, (b) 


freedom from war, and (ce) a sense of security in the land. 


ELE. tagtvah 
Hosea's great successor was Isaiah, whose works are preser 
ved for us in that book which bears his name, along with the 


works of several other prophets. Without going into the prob- 


lems of criticism involved, we are limiting our consideration to 
those passages which modern scholarship generally accepts as 
genuine to the eighth century Isaiah. These are 1-12; 14:24-20; 
21:11-23; 28-335, and 36-39. 

Unlike his predecessors, Isaiah does make use of the word 


shalom, the term appearing some eight times in the accevted 


9 


sections. It first appears in 9:6 and 7.” In verse 6 it is 


Of Brown, oP<« Gites ppw Cerf. 
99 Young, op. cit., Dp. 736. The critical problems relative to 
these verses will be treated when they are again before us. 
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at “‘Shectanret element | of a ‘descriptive name Sa ea aa the ‘child 


who is to be the ideal ruler of the future, "Prince of Peace," 
In verse 7 shilém is used as descriptive of his reign, "And of 
» peace, there will be no end." It seems apparent thet in both 
eases the word is used with the same implications, but our prob 
lem is to discover whet its implications ere. A very naturel 


inference for us to draw, from the background of our own concep 


of peace, is that this is to be an age marked by the absence of 
war, and that the Prince of Peace will not rely upon violence. 
This view receives support from the fact that earlier in the 
oracle the paraphernalia of war are assigned as "food for the 


fire." Such a view is supported by Cheyne, 10° Grey, 1° Jeffer- 


102 103 


son, Pedersen, and W. Robertson Smith. +04 Cheyne suggests 


thet this ideal may have been inspired by contrast to the false 


105 while Jefferson suggests that 


106 


ideal represented by Assyria. 


\it grew up in contrast to the qualities of Ahaz. Objections 


to this view, however, arise from the fact that the second and 


third parts of the child's name are translated by some "Divine 


nlO7 


Warrior, and “Father of Booty, "08 respectively. If these 


interpretations be right, then to think of peace meaning the 


100 Cheyne, Commentary on Isaiah, p. 62. 

101 Gray, The Book of Isaiah, p. 173.. 

102 Jefferson, op. cit., p. 154. 

103 Pedersen, op. cit., pp. 322f. 

POe (Ont th, Barbe, ORs Clie, DP. 2TTs: 

> 105 Cheyne, op. cit., P. 62; note, however, that Cheyne, in his 

Introduction to the Book of Isaiah, denies Isaianic author- 
ship of this passege. 

106 Jefferson, op. cit., p. 154. 

107 Wade, Isaiah, pp. 67f. 

O08 Barton, op. cit., p. 105. 
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absence of war in its usage here is contradictory. In this case 


i 

\we will heve to think of the Prince of Peace as one who rules 
i 

‘his conauered territory in peace, bringing to his subjects the 


| 
‘blessings of prosperity. 199 However Gray and Whitehouse are 
| 


H 


‘representative of many scholars when they deny the interpreta- 


wlll 


tions "Divine Warrior™+° ana "Rther of Booty, and we feel 
| 
| 


| 

‘thet we are correctly interpreting the prophet's usage of the 
i 
I 
| 


‘absence of war. However, we feel that, in view of the broad 


term when we say thet he is thinking of an age marked by the 


|AmpLications of the term noted in the first chapter of this 
lwork, it is placing too narrow an interpretation upon the word 
Ito think that the prophet was designating only en age free from 
wer. The idea of the blessings of Prosperity suggested above 


must also be included, and Davidson is Probably right when he 


‘says that here peace implies "the state of enjoyment of all that 
|! 


is called blessing. "tt 


| From 19:21 we get an insight into quite a different meaning 


re 
(of the term shalom. Here a verb form is used to indicate the 


lea ¥yame of one's vows.-? 


i 


This usage is in close harmony with 


' 


the fundamental meaning of wholeness or completeness noted in 
t ‘ 
our first chapter. 


In 32:17 and 18 we have two more uses of the term shalom. 
This Passege is doubted by Cheyne, Marti, and Box, but George 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 

109 Ibid., p. 105; ana Wade, op. cit., pp. 67Ff. 
W210 Grmeys.oP..cits, DP.) 1735. 

ll Whitehouse, Isaiah, p. 151. 

112 Davidson, Old Testament Prophecy, .p. 367. 

113 Brown, Driver, and Briggs, op. cit., po. 1022f. 
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‘Adam Smith considers their reasons for doubtin inadequate, tt 


‘and contends that there is no prophecy more characteristic of 


‘Isaiah. 


» on their opinion we feel justified in considering it genuine. 


ii 


‘of righteousness will be peace, 


I 


1 


fistader fertility of the soil, social justice, and security. 
Tats interpretation is supported by George Adam Smith, 118 


ever, 9 ana Pedersen. 


" 


ichapter, however, is seriously questioned. Duhm and Marti put 


u 


i 
nt in the Persian period, 
geste that it has an Isaianic basis.+©> Wade would accept the 


beanie’ with the exception of verse 15, 16, 2nd 20-24, 124 while 


‘The two clauses using the term may be translated "And the effect 


(‘peaceful homes." The context gives us the idea that peace here 


it in the Maccabean perioa,}21 while Cheyne would seem to place 


115 116 


| 

| 

It is accepted by Bewer, Wade, and Duhn, 117 and | 
| 


i 


and "My people will dwell in 


120 


Our next mention of peace is in 33:7. The whole of the 


122 although in another work he sug- 


TaLtehouse feels that a pre-exilic editor has incorporated | 


Isatante fragments in verses 1-12. Wii The term is used in verse 


125 


——————— we ee ——— 


t 
i 


i 


7 "The ambassadors of peace weep bitterly." From the context it 


Smith, G. A., The Book of Isaiah (Hereafter designated 
Isaiah to distinguish it from The Book of the Iwelve FPro- 
phets), vol. I, p. 268. 

EDL d:..5 BP. 2768. 

Bewer, op. cit., Pp. 116. 

Wade, op. cit., pp. 206ff. 

mith, G. A.) [eeten, vol. I, pp. 274f. 

Bewer, op. €1t., Dd. 116. 

Pedersen, op. cit., Dp. 321. 

Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 335. 

Cheyne, Introduction, pp. 166ff. 

Cheyne, Prophecies, p. 189. 
Wade, op. cit., Pp. 209. 


Whitehouse, Op. cit., hs OD 
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lis evident that the ambassadors of peace are envoys who have 
i 


| 
| failed to obtain any ebatement of the enemies' aemanas. 1° 


“Hence it is evident that Peace is here thought of as the termi- | 


“nation of the war. If this passage does come from Isaiah, he 
| 


Nea the term here to mean the absence of war in much the same 
im in which he uses it in 9:6 and 7, except that here the term 


(carries none of the broader implications which it had in that 


| whole pessage is a psalm, Probably late, which was certainly 
"combined with Isaiah at a late Py cael and so is outside the 


| 
| 
: The term "peace" again appears in Isaieh 38:17, but this 
“scope of this study. | 


| The last use of the term "peace" by our prophet would seem 


‘to be in 39:8 where Hezekiah congratulates himself "At least 


{ 
there will be peace and security in my time." But the whole 


chapter was written long after Isaiah's day, though it is his- | 


itorically accurate, °° and this last sentence is in all proba bi-| 


llity the addition of a late scribe.!®? Therefore we are not | 


“justified in using it to discover how Isaiah thought of Peace. 


i! 
|sages where Isaiah uses shaldm are open to question, but, with 
i 


the exception of the last two passages above, the opinion of 


It should be noted that in every instance but one the pas- 
‘scholars 1s so divided that we feel justified in considering a 


1 
ad '126 Cheyne, Propheeies, p. 190; and Wade, op. cit., p. 211. 

(127 Cheyne, Prophecies, Pp. 232; Skinner, Isaiah, pp. 295f.; and|, 

; Whitehouse, op. cit., Pp. 363, 

1128 Smith, J. M. P., op. cit., p. 92% | 

‘eg Skinner, Of. EEtc, Pp. SOR. 
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evidence which they present. This evidence has show thet 


by Ee 
‘peace Isaiah implied the absence of war, more positively, bles- 


ising and prosperity, including fertility of the soil, social 


Que: and security, and that the prophet used a verbal form 
of the same word to indicate the paying of one's vows. 
We now turn our attention to the study of those passages 
where the Prophet is concerned with war in an attempt to learn 
from them something of his thought concerning peace. UP to this 
oint in our study we have attempted to be complete in that we 
have tried to consider every passage which the given prophet 
ttered which in any way related to the problem. Here, however, 
e find an overabundance of material due in large measure to the 
fact that Isaiah lived in exceedingly critical times. Therefore 
it is probable that here we will not mention certain passages 
hich may relate to the problem, we have, however, tried to get 
very point of view represented. 

The first intervention of Isaiah into the political affair 
f the nation came with the invasion of Isreel and Damascus in 
35 B.C, The king proposed to call in Assyria, a policy which 
et the stiff opposition of Isaiah, 12° This same opposition to 
foreign alliance carried through to the critical years of 705- 
02 B.C., when Isaiah opposed the policy of forming foreign 
lliances for the support of an insurrection. l>+ The first pas- 
age Protesting a Proposed foreign alliance is found in 7:1-16. 
30 Smith, H. P., op. cit., p. 155. 


31 Buttenwieser, op. cit., pp. 69f.; and Loehr, A History of 
; Religion in the 01d Testament, pp. 95f. 
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| Isaiah assures Ahaz of the certain failure of the coalition, on 


(the basis that he be quiet, that is, enters neither into alli- 


| 
1 
ke appeal for help, but places his confidence in the Lora, +34 


ances with Syria and Ephraim in submission, or with Assyria in 


‘me Problem of whether or not the child of the sign in 10-16 is 
the Messiah does not here concern us. Whether or not the pas- 
leage be messianic, its Purpose was to assure the king that the 
| threat ening Powers would become incapable of doing harm because 
lof the intervention of Yahweh./9? If verse 17 wes uttered at 


‘this time, a threat of invasion from the Assyrians is made be- 


cause of the king's refusal of Isaiah's poliey,124 but it seens 


Was definitely know, are verses 17-25. Attempts have been 


| 
henae to Pronounce verse 17 a gloss, but this theory is rejected | 


i! 
iat ee of a lack of connection between 16 and 17 which such a 


‘theory implies.t>' The whole section is rather fragmentary, and 


jit is Probable that the relative clauses in verse 18 which apply 
I; 
ithe figures to Egypt and Assyria are glosses, 138 but the meaning | 


las clear: because trust is placed in Assyria rather than in 


i 

! 

432 Wade, op. cit., pp. A5ff. 

ine Baie, Hoo Pas eps clt., p: 155; Skinner, op. cit., pr. 65f.: 
Gray, oP. Git. 7'P. 223; Bewer, op. cit.), Dp. 123; and Povah, 

A Study of the Old Testament, p. 59. 

134 Skinner, op. cit., p. 53. 

135 Grayh.oPp. Git. p.m ellS: 

136 Wade, op. cit., Pp. 50. 

a, (nay, (OR. cit., DP. 136. 

36 Skinner, op. cit., p. 68. 
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‘Yahweh, the land will suffer an invasion,+9? 
8:5-8 gives us another oracle which is along this same 
“thene. "Because this people have spurned the waters of Shiloah, 
hart flow gently," thet is, Yahweh's help, and have insisted, 
Later on making ean alliance with Assyria, that netion shall 
Anvade Judah, 140 

| Our next set of oracles which clearly reveal Isaiah's oppo- 
‘sition to foreign alliances come from 705 B.C., following, when 
Assyria was being distracted by the ascension of a new monarch, 
‘Sennachertb, and Philistia and Egypt were bringing pressure on 


[Israel to take advantage of the situation and revolt. 141 


| The first passage which probably comes from this Period is 
ne 21-6. The passage has been referred to such later dates as 


585 B.C., 575 B.C., 348 B.C., and 332 B.C., but Grey and George 


142 


‘Adan Smith agree that it is probably Isaiah's, and Skinner 


| 
feels that it must come from between 705-701 B.C. 145 The envoys 


‘of Ethiopia are seeking to establish an alliance and the pro- 


het ' s message is intended to guide the king to refuse the alli- 


‘ance on the basis that Yahweh will destroy Assyria without human | 


lances is found in chapter 20. Here, in the only symbolic act 


| 

"139 Tbidé, P2755 7cand otade, (ops cit:, *p. 50. 

140 Lods, oP. cit., P. 104; and Wade, op. cit., Dp. 55. 
\141 Bewer, op. cit., pp. 108f. 

He Saith, Gichv, LEgaiah: vol. Iy pp. 295f. 


1143 Skinner, op. cit., Dp. 148. 
14 Loc. cit. 


I | 
I 
i! The most vivid pronouncement of Isaiah against foreign al- 


33 


i 
! 
{ 
{ 
{ 


C2. eS 


igs Isaiah's of which we have record, + > the prophet, by going 
| 


about "for three years" dressed as a captive, showed the foolish 


‘ness of placing trust in an alliance with Egypt and Ethiopia. 
\ 


> ‘His action was symbolic of the state to which Egypt and Ethiopia, 
jin which Isreel was want to trust, would be reduced by 
lassyria.t*° 


It is Possible that we have a protest against the Egyptian 


alliance in 28:15: 


"We have struck es covenant with Death, 
And have formed a compact with Sheol." 


This may be a reference to religious rites by which the treaty 


| 
| 
| 
| 


was Placed under the sanction of Osiris and Isis,l47 This view, 
| 


however, is not in general favor. It seems more probable that 


| 


beapea verses refer to the practice of necromancy and have no 


148 


ireference to the Egyptian alliance. 


The Prophet's criticism of the Egyptian alliance is nowhere 
| 

more clearly seen than in 30:1-7, a section which probably dates 
|from e. 7035-2 B.c. 149 The stand of the prophet here is best 

i 


shown by quoting his words: 

| "Woe to you rebellious children,... 

Who carry out a purpose thet comes not from me, 

H And who form an alliance that is not according to 
my mind. 

_ Adding sin to sin-- 


| 

| 

145 Cheyne, Prophecies, pp. 123f. The authenticity of verses 

1 and 2 are doubted by Cheyne, but their omission would not | 

9 change the message. 

146 Gmiy, ep. eit., Dp. 342; Smith, G. A., Isaiah, vol. I, pp. 

204ff.; Lods, op. cit., Pp. 105. 
147 Skinner, op. cit., Pp. 225. 

48 Loc. cit.; and Whitehouse, op. cit., Pp. 297. 

49 Wade, op. cit., 192. 
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: 
Who set out on the way to Egypt, 


Without asking my advice, 

/ To take refuge in the protection of Pharaoh, 

| And to take shelter in the shadow of Egypt? 

Therefore the protection you seek in Pharaoh 

i shall turn to your shame, 

> i! And the shelter you seek in the shadow of Egypt 
to your confusion." 


1 


| 
| 
e returning to Yahweh rather than in trusting in horses, which 


30:15-17, where salvation is pictured as lying in the direction 


| Yet another oracle protesting the alliance with Egypt is 
| 


jare here used in reference to Egypt 150 
| 
i The same theme is emphasized in 31:1-3 where disaster is | 


| 


‘Pronounced upon those who rely upon the military resources of 


Raye for safety rather than upon Yahweh. +> 


‘| In the finel chapter of material from the eighth century 


eee we get another account which shows this typical attitude 
; | 
Pf opposition to foreign alliances, this time with Babylon. As | 


I 
mentioned above, 1>* 


‘Isaiah's criticism of Hezekiah's reception of the embassy of 


this chapter was written after Isaiah's day 


but is historical in reflecting his attitude. It is a report of 


Mero dach-Baladan, Probably in the year 704 B.C, 199 The passage 
adds nothing new to this phase of the prophet's message. Such 
alliances will end in destruction, in this instance, exile. 
This survey has shown us thet, like his predecessor, Hosea, 
| 


Isaiah consistently opposed foreign alliances with any netion. 


z foreign affairs he followed what we today think of as an 


a 


150 Cheyne, Prophecies, p. 117; and Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 31 
5L Wade, Op. ecit., Pp. 201. 
52 Supra, p. 19. 
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| 
| 
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ae Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 368. 
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"Ssolationist Policy." His reasoning here seems to be practi- 


ceally identical with Hosea's: peace comes only as e result of 
|tmst and reliance upon Yahweh. Foreign alliances result in 

> disaster because they are en insult to Yahweh who alone can | 
| give peace. 
| Like Amos and Hosea, Isaiah regarded war as an instrument 
of divine punishment. The first passage which mey contain a 
rn to war as a punishment upon Judah is found in 1:18-20. 
tm if you refuse and rebel, you shall taste the sword." This 


[eenactaston, however, is questioned by some. Thus Grey prefers 


Mon husks shall ye feed. n154 


\Goa's Punishment is 3:16-4:1. Here, again, the critics have 
bal their questions. The passege is fragmentary, and there 
is evidence thet it has been worked over by a late editor. 
verase 16-24 are generally accepted, but 3:25-4:1 is thought to 


| The next passage which suggests war as the instrument of 
|e @ poetic fragment, 155 verses 25-26 perhaps coming from a Poem! 
{ 

| 


| 
iva then to bewail the capture of Jerusalem in 587 B.C. 156 thus 


we lose the most explicit statement of war as a means of punish-, 


f 


y 
ment in this particular oracle. In the genuine material, ho w- 


lever, the condition of the women of Zion is Pictured as to imply 


! 
vjeaptivity, especially in the "ropes for girdles" and in the 


LST 


‘branding, and the punishment of captivity can only be thought 


| 
of as the result of war. 
\! 


GreyegroPercisss . Pow 306 
Cheyne, Prophecies, p. 21; and Harper, op. cit., Dp. 30. 
aes, Op. Cit.2 BP. 30. 

Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 109. 
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See ee 


The next reference which implies the use of war as punish- 


| 
iment is likewise a mention of exile. Indeed, it is the only 
explicit mention of exile which can without question be attrib- 


| 
‘uted to Isaiah. 198 It is 5:13, where the whole people are doomn- 


1 
|ed to exile because of the lack of the knowledge of Goa. +99 
| 


| We turn now to the closely related passages 7:1-16 and 17- 
| 
25: 


160 Lods sees an invasion into Judah announced in the first 


‘Passage. This view, however, interprets the reference to curds 


and honey in 15 as meaning that the land has been reduced to a 


auknenes of and that the few inhabitants have reverted to a pas- 


‘torel 1ite.2ot But, as Skinner points out, this interpretation 


lis very questionable, because "curds and honey" are elsewhere 


always used as a synonym for plenty. 162 Moving over into the 


next section, however, the picture of invasion is certein. A 
‘pioture of the complete desolation of the lend at the hands of 


ithe Assyrians is painted in unmistakable language. 


I 
As was pointed out above in connection with our study of 


ithe Prophet's attitude on foreign alliances, 8:5-8 pictures 


‘Yahweh using Assyria to punish ig@uh 0 
i 


| In 10:5-6 we have the following words put into the mouth of 


are showing that Isaiah thought of him as using the Assyrian 
invaders as his instrument of punishment: 


'158 Harper, op. cit., p. 39. 

1159 Grey; “ODiAGi eae pn 92s 

160 Supra, Be 32 

eee Rede; ops iis; Pr-103. 

162 Harper, op. cit., Pp. 60; so also Wade, op. cit., p. 123. 
Gy Supra; ps 32: 
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O Assyria, rod of my anger, 
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| And staff of my fury: 
Against a godless nation I send him, 
| 


| And against the people of my wrath I charge hin, 
| To despoil them, and to prey on then, 
i 
| 


And to trample them down like mire of the streets." 


Our next passage dealing with the punishment of Judah by 


‘means of war is found in the critically very difficult section 


,of material 22:1-14. This section of material most probably 


‘originates from the time when the siege of Sennacherib was 


ian an 701 B.C, 164 As Cheyne says, it is tenable that on the 
! 


whole the passage is of Isaianic authorship, but he doubts the 


' 


‘authenticity of verse 6, which is a description of the enemies’ 


| 
army. > Whitehouse, 1° argues for the authenticity of verse 6, 


\but, along with Gray , 107 follows Duhm in regarding 9-lla, a 
| 

‘prose note, as a later insertion. Skinner, on the other hand, 
iterte thet this Prose section serves to enhance the contrast of 


ee passage and that it is not necessarily an insertion. -°8 The 
il 


‘pest analysis of the passage is thet of Sknner, 169 Verses 1-4, 
|! 


‘The city, despite the disgrace of its arms, hes abandoned itself 


\tion of the past, the Assyrian forces are seen thundering at the) 


gates of Jerusalem. Verses 8-11. Going back to the past, the 


| 


to gaiety. Verses 5-7. Either in a vision, 17° orina sesortp= 
i 
,Prophet pictures the attention paid to the defences of the oe 


lea Gray, op. cit., p. 374; Skinner, op. cit., p. 145; and | 
| Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 250. 
be Cheyne, Prophecies, pp. 133ff. 
1/166 Whitehouse, op. cit., pp.252ff. 
j16% Gray, op. e1t., pp. 3735f. 

168 Skinner, op. cit., p. 180. 

(169 BbL.GsecDe +l 16. 

1170 §orSls0..Gray,.ep.:cit., PP. 373f. 


+ 


38 


jwith never 4 thought being given to Yahweh. Verse 12-14. A 
‘sttuetion ealling for thought and penitence is being passed over 
lt th revelry, so Yahweh pronounces judgment. From this analysis 


‘i is clear that, even without the evidence from the doubtful 


|passages, the prophet is here thinking of war as the means that 
‘Yanwen has chosen to punish his People, and the fact that they 
(eexe not given heed to its solemn meaning is the cause for this 


ppaeee which has been called "the most pessimistic of all 


172 


the work of Isaiah as it is preserved 


‘Isaiah's prophecies. "171 | 
As we saw above, 
|for us ends with a threat of exile, 39:6-7, which we can only 
wen of as the result of war. This exile being announced as 


} 
lthe punishment of Yahweh. In view of our acceptance of the his- 


(torical accuracy of this passage despite its late origin, !? we 


|feet fairly confident that we can accept this passage as further 


| evidence of Isaiah's belief in war as Yahweh's instrument of 


| To be related to these passages in which the prophet pro- 


| 
| 
eu ceuboates 
mounced divine punishment upon Judah by war are those in which | 


| 


whe saw the same kind of punishment meted out to foreign nations. 


im this phase of his thought Isaiah follows his earliecr predeces 
i 
sor, Amos, who likewise saw Yahweh use war against foreign na- 


itions. The first passeges involved ere 7:1-16, 17.174 In the 


'\171L Whitehouse, op. cit., Dp. 174. 

i172 Supra, p. 34. 

\173. Supra, p. 29. 

1174 For the critical problems raised by these verses, see 
supra, Dp. 30 and 3l. 
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[firet section the destruction of Ephraim and agin is announced 


/ 


‘ana then confirmed in the sign of Immanuel. Before the child is| 
| 


two or three years old the land of Judah's enemies will be des- 


| 
i 


‘bezon In these first sixteen verses Assyria is not mentioned, 


ree it is generally assumed that the Prophet has that power in 


imind as the agent of destruction.~/> This view is supported by 

I 

lthe fact that in the following section, beginning with verse 17, 
where the destruction of Judah is announced, Assyria is named as| 


| 
the agent. 


i 
| In 8:1-4 the prophet leaves no doubt but that Syria and 


|Ephrain are to be punished by Assyria. First “Speeding to the 


" 


spoil, Hastening to the prey. are to be written ona great tab- 
‘let, then the prophet's son is to be given these words for a 


i; 
Iname, and it is added that before the child cen talk "the wealth 


of Damascus and the spoil of Samaria shall be carried away by 
the king of Assyria." 


| 
According to Cheyne "this people" in verse 6 here applies 
i 


Assyrian invasion into Israel as well as Judah. We have, how- 


| 

‘ever, found no other scholar who interprets "this people" as 

| 

jother than a reference to Judah, and this seems to be more in 
i 

{harmony with the context. | 


We find in 9:8-10:4; 5:25-30'"’ a long prophecy dealing 


jt Skinner; JoPs) cites pp. 67f.; and Snith, H. P., pp. 155f. 
i176 Cheyne, Prophecies, pp. 52f. 

jL77 These sections united by Smith, J. M. P., American Transla- 
i tion; Wade, op. cit., pp. 67ff; and Gray, op. cit., p. 95. 

| The latter two both doubt 10:1-4 as originally a part of 

. this particular poem. _ 
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With the destruction of Ephraim. In the first part of the poem 


the destruction is announced, but no agent is named. If verses 
10:1-4 belong to this poem, the first suggestion of the agent o 
destruction is found in verse 3, for"the storm which will come 
from afar" is a reference to Assyria.?78 Coming down to the 
final strophe of the poem we get a description of the nation 
that the Lord is summoning from afar, a description thet all 
| scholars recognize as being of Assyria. It is true thet in 
iverse 26 a plural is found, "nations," but this is either taken 


“Te 


to rever to the nations of the Assyrian empire, oris read as 


singular. 18 

The oracle which immediately follows introduces a unique 
element not hitherto noticed in Isaiah's thought. Up to this 
point Assyria has been the agent by which Yahweh will punish 
either Judah or Syria and Ephraim. Now, in 10:5-17, Yahweh an- 
nounces that after he has used that Power to punish Judah, he 
will break it because it has attributed its success to its own 
Power. The destruction of Assyria is nowhere sbecifically stat- 
ed to be by war, but Gray sees that the reference to fire in 
verse 16 may be symbolic of war, +81 This symbolic usage of fire 
would be in harmony with Hosea's usage of the tern. 

In 14:28-32 Philistia is rejoicing because Assyria is 
broken, but Isaiah predicts that the new Assyria shall be as 
tte Wade, ob. Gik., Bs T1. 
179 Cheyne, Prophecies, p. 35. 


180 Wade, op. cit., pp. 36f. 
Len Gil@ty, ope clive, pe 201". 
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‘Powerful, and in verse 31, thet it shall destroy Philistia. The 
passage is regarded by some as post-exilic, but Gray , 18? and . 
‘Chavon feel that it is genuine, the latter referring it to 
ithe time of the death of Sennacherib. 

| Chapter 20 gives us Isaiah's symbolic prediction that 


Assyria will lead Ethiopia into exile. The warning being issued 


at the command of Yahweh. 


| 


In chapter 23 we have an oracle against Tyre. No reference, 


however, is given to Yehweh's instrument of destruction unless 
we find it in verse 13. As it stands, this verse is quite un- 
intelligible, °" but the most Probable meaning is thet just as 
Chaidea (Babylonia) has fallen prey to Assyria, so Tyre cannot 
/escade, the reference being to the third Assyrian invasion of 
Babylonia made by Pee tO A a a If this be correct, the pro- 
‘phet thinks of war again as Yahweh's instrument of destruction. 


From this review one thing is very clear, no matter how 


much the prophet opposed foreign alliances as leading to war, 


‘and in spite of his belief, as we shall see, that armed resis- 


i} 
tance was futile, Isaiah is in no sense a complete pacifist, for 


“like Amos and Hosea, he sees war as something which Yahweh uses 
i 

\to execute his will. Peace, therefore, for Isaiah, must have 
been a blessing which Yahweh at his discretion revokes to punish 


/182 Ibid., Pp. 267. 


'183 Cheyne, Prophecies, Dp. 95. ) 
“184 Gray, Op. ae Op. 392f.; and Skinner, op. cit., Pp. 190. 
[185 Cheyne, Prophecies, Pp. 139; and Skinner, loc. cit. 
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the coming of the Day of the Lord the apostasy and ungodly pride 


a Skinner, op. cit., p. 252. 


| 
1 


} 
Those who trust in chariots, because they are many, 
| 
| 
| 


Here the horses and chariots are doubly objectionable to the pro- 


42 


The first passage to show the Prophet's distrust in mili- 
tary resources is 2:5-10. This passage cites as the cause of 
of the people, including trust in “horses and chariots, "196 


Another passage which demonstrates the prophet's distrust 


of military resources is 22:8-11. As noted above, L&T the great- 


er part of this passage, 9-lla, is open to serious doubt, but 


| 
even apart from the prose note, there is a description of the 


| 


jpeople attending to the materiel defences of the city while neg- 
| 


188 
iLecting Yahweh. The prose note, if it is allowed, gresetly 


strengthens this picture. 
| 
| A third statement of the futility of military resources is 


{ 


found in 31:1-3. Let the prophet speak for himself: 


"Woe to those who go down to Egypt for help, 
And rely on horses; 


And in horsemen, because they ere very numerous; 
But look not to the Holy One of Israel, 
Nor consult the Lord! 


And their horses are flesh, and not spirit." 


eign alliances, 1° 


: These three passages may seem to be slight evidence upon 
hich to base the statement thet Isaiah hac a deep distrust of 
Lee, Skinner, op. citi.s Dp. 18; and Wade,.oP. cit... p...16f. 


is, Supre, bP. 57. 
toe, Gray. *6n, Cigat’Dp. S75. 
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military strength, but it is essential to note thet they come 


from either end of his career. The first, 2:5-10, must come 
190 


soon after 740 B.C., while the second and probably the third, 


come from the close of the prophet’s long career, about 701 


B.o, 74 


It should akso be noted that this distrust is very 
Closely related to his distrust of foreign alliances, for which 


we had such emple evidence. In both cases the prophet feels 


thet peace cannot come through trust in the devices of man, but 


|must come from a return to full feith and confidence in Yahweh. 


So far we have seen that Isaiah thought of war as an in- 
strument in the hands of Yahweh in his belief that Yahweh used 


-war to punish Judah and foreign netions, and in his belief that 


is further supported by his belief in the inviolability of 


| 


armed resistance was futile. This principle of Isaiah's thought 
| 


Jerusalem. Yahweh would bring the foe up to the very gate of 


| His city, but He would not allow them to destroy it. 
The first hint of the inviolability of Jerusalem is con- 
i 
| tained in 8:8c-10. Jerusalem itself is not mentioned in this 
F 


| passage, but the fundamental idea which rests under the idea of 
! | 
| Jerusalem's inviolability is clearly announced. Though the 


Assyrian forces invede Judah, it is announced to the nations, 


| 
' 


| the "distant parts of the earth," that any plen against Judah 


1 


{ 
! 


‘shall "come to nought" because "God is with us." Gray considers 


this announcement to be post-exilic, 9 while Skinner says that 


(190 Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 102, who here follows Marti. | 
Pol =iGreayjeDe cit. «Ps .374. | 
i192 Ibid., p. 145. | 
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there is no reason to doubt it and Whitehouse regards it as a 
statement of the central idea of Isaianic prophecy.!93 
In 31:5-9 we have a definite statement of the inviolability 


of Zion itself. Verses 5-9 are questioned, in whole or in Part, 


by various scholars. Cheyne makes the whole post-exilic.1% 


George Adam Smith accepts verses 5 and Ga, 195 while Wade de- 
196 


clares only 6 and 7 to be an interpolation. 


Verse 5, which 
is freest from question, makes the essential point: 


So will the Lord of Hosts protect Jerusalem, 
Protecting and delivering, sPering and saving." 


| 
| "Like hovering birds... 

The next passage which Dictures Jerusalem 4s inviolable is 
33120-22. The passege is of doubtful origin,'?! put if it is 


genuine, it portrays God as the refuge and strength of 
198 


Jerusalen. 


| Our last passage asserting the inviolability of Jerusalem 


s 37:33-34. Hitzig has denied these passages as a later addi- 


ion, but Cheyne, citing this fact, says, in effect, but why 


ot say that they were added by the prophet himse1f?t?? They 
200 


re accepted as authentic by Whitehouse. This passage states 


that the king of Assyria shall not enter Jerusalem "For I will 
| 


fefend and save this city for my own sake, and for my servant 


295 Skinner, op. cit., p. 74; and Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 141. 
194 Cheyne, as cited by Wade, op. cit., p. 201. 
19S Smith, @. &A., Isaiah, vol. I, p. 224. 
196 Wade, op. cit., po. 202f. 
97 For critical comments on ch. 33, see supra, p. 28. 
98 Smith, G. A., Isaiah, vol. I, p. 348, 
99 Cheyne, Prophecies, p. 222. 
200 Whitehouse, op. cit., Pp. 362. 
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| 


lous lifting of Sennacherib's siege. 
As was suggested et the introduction of this survey of 
| Isaiah's theory of the inviolability of Jerusalem, it shows tha 
iain the thought of the prophet war was Yahweh's punishment and H 


amici control it, and would not let His city be destroved. 


| nations, the futility of armed resistance to war, the inviole- 
| 


“bility of Jerusalem, these 211 add up to sey thet in Isaianic 


thought war is a divine punitive instrument, and that Deace can 


~ 


War as punishment upon Judah, war as punishment upon other 


be obtained only by turning to Hin. 


thought of the future. In prophetic thought there were two 


closely related, though different, foci for predictions of the 


| 
f 
| 
| We turn now to discover what place peace held in Isaiah's 
| 


poatane: One of these was the Day of Yahweh, which, as we have 
seen, was central in Amos’ thought of the future, the other was 
| the Messianic hobde which first appears in rather vague form in 
the thought of Hosea. Isaiah uses both of these concepts. 
| We saw how Amos took the Day of Yahweh and converted it 
from a day in which Yahweh would triumph over His people's en- 
entes to one in which Yahweh would visit His wreth upon His peo- 
ple. Isaieh adopts this same view.°°l ‘this view is best shown 
in the magnificent poem found in 2:11-17 where on the Day of 

) ‘Yahweh everything which stands for self-sufficiency, self-con- 


| 
‘ceit, and pride, including “horses and chariots", is visited 


i201 Sait, Ha fe, OP. C1¢., DP. 156. 
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Ww th the divine wrath.©92 Aside from the fact that man's in- 


l 
sstruments of war ere to be destroyed in that day, however, this 


war is to be used to bring ebout the day of judgment. The gen- 


A i 


passage reveals little to us for it does not tell whether or not 
| 


lorax tenor of the poem would imply, however, that here the pro- 


phet is thinking of Yahweh acting without the aid of human 


a eonee’: 


While there is some question in regard to 22:5-6, the most 


Probable view is thst this passage likewise refers to the Dey of 


Yahweh, °° If this be correct, we have here a picture of the 


Day of Yahweh as one of tumult with an army drawn upd egainst the 


| 
city of Tebubaremee” 
| 


That Yahweh should use war on His Day would be in harmony 
with Isaiah's general view of war as en instrument of divine 


Punishment, while His overthrow of “horses and cheriots" is in 


harmony with Isaiah's pronouncements regarding the futility of 
armed resistance. Together they show what we heave noted before, 
thet in prophetic thought war and peace alike are sent of God, 
pnd that man can gein peace only by turning to full faith and 
bonfidence in God. Here again we s<se the basic principle of 
modern pacifism. The modern pacifist does not think of war as 
ever sent of God, but he does believe that real peace can only 
ome by a Practical apnlication of God's principles as revealed 
) poe Loehr, op. cit., p. 96. "Horses and chariots" are mention- 


ed in verse 7, which is an integral part of this Poem. 
208 Sypre..! Do 37. 


O4 Wade, op. cit., Pp. 373f.; and Whitehouse, op. cit., Pp. 253. 
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| through Christ. This view represents a great advance over that 


205 
206 
207 


of Isaiah, but its foundation is the same, real peace is achi- 


eved only by a complete practice of true religion. 


the future in the book of Isaiah is the messianic passages. 
Some scholars would maintain that all these passages are post- 
exilic, “9 or that they are at least later than Isaiah, ©°6 On 
the other hand, we have the view of Professor Cornill, accepted 
by George Adam Smith, that these passages are "conceivable as 
marking the zenith of Isaianic ideas," but that they are an 
"unmixed marvel if they are the production of a post-exilic 
teecher of the Law. 
‘little more then the result of wishful thinking if we should 
laccept as final either view, but the argument for Isaianiec au- 
‘thorship seems to us to be strong, sufficiently so to justify 
our consideration of these passages as possibly giving us an in- 


Sight into the mind of Isaiah. 


has Probably been the text for more peace sermons and addresses 
‘than any other single passage of prophecy. The authenticity of 


this section, however, is open to severe doubt, quite apart from 


One rich source of prophetic thought concerning peace and 


"207 With scholers so divided, 1t would be 


The first of these passages is 2:1-4, whose grand climax 


"And they shall beat their swords into Pplowshares, 
And their spears into pruning-hooks. 

Nation shell not lift up sword against nation, 

Nor shall they learn war any more." 


Smith, ae Me, Ps 5. OP Cit. ,. PP LOOT. 
MLE, Hs ci OP Cit... Din 16%. 


Cornill, Introduction, as cited by Smith, G. A., Isaiah, 
vel. I, 2. Tae; 
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| any consideretions mentioned above, for this passage, slightly | 


‘ 


expanded, appears again in the fourth chepter of Micah. Three 


explanations are Possible. This Poem may have been a floting 
anonymous oracle which, older than either Isaiah and Micah, was 


used by them. It may be genuine with either Micah or Isaiah, 


of late origin which was attached to both books. The first 


208 


view has been revived in modern scholarship by Box. Isaianic 


| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| who were contemporaries. Or it may have been a floating oracle 
| 

|/ authorship is held to by George Adam Smith who cites Duhm as 


holding the same view, ©? Skinner, ©1° and Whitehouse.<!1 Late 


authorship is maintained by Wade, -+ Stade, Nowack, Hackmann, 


214 


| Cheyne, Toy,-+ and Marti. We are inclined to favor the 


possibility of Isaianic authorship. If the passage is genuine, 


the prophet here paints a picture of Yahweh ruling in Jerusalem. 


of their disputes, and it is on the basis of this arbitration 


255 


(All the nations go up for instruction and for the arbitration 
| 
| that the nations disarm. 


The next passage which is sometimes given a messianic in- 


terpretation is the sign which Isaiah gives to Ahaz in 7:13-16. 


| Regarding this passage as the first statement of the messianic 


| doctrine, as a rough draft from which the messianic cycle shoul 


208 Box, as cited by Smith, G. &., Isaiah, vol. I, p. 24. 
209: Smith, @. hs), toe-..cit. 
| 210). °Skinner; op. cit..." p..15. 
| 211 Whitehouse, op. cit., p. 100. 
Sid: Wade, ops) eit. De 14. 
213 Cited by Gray, op. cit., p. 44. 
214 Cited by Smith, G A., loc. cit. 
| 215 Houghton, Hebrew Life and Thought, p. 315. 
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| 
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ae 


“spring, are Cheyne,21© aae,27 sicinner,*1® George Adam 
| Smith, °L? and Whitehouse.“°9 An equally imposing list of schol ~ 
ars see no possible messianic reference, but simply a reference 
to a child born in the ordinary course of nature which the pro- 
| phet is using as a sign, they are Gray, -el Bewer, ©** Lods,°- 


| 224 


|and H. P. Smith. Neither list is by any means exhaustive, 


f 

“and Problems of scholership are not settled by counting heads, 

wut we are inclined to agree with Jefferson when he says that 
| 


is not a reference to the Messiah. ©©> If, however, this ye 


is regarded as messianic, its meaning must be thet Immanuel will 


be a divinely appointed means of insuring Judah permanent se- 
| curity, i.e., Peace, against the Assyrians. °7° 


The next messianic passage is found in 9:2-7. As to the 


critical problems of this passage, it may be said that those 


| 
| 
| 
| 
ere hold that any of the messianic passages come from Isaiah 
| 


227 


accept this passage. Two references to peace during the mes- 


“sianic era are made in this passage. The first is a picture of 


the burning of the blood-stained miscellanea of war, which 


(modern scholarship compels us to the opinion thet this passage 

216 Cheyne, Prophecies, op. cit., p. 48. 

‘217 Wade, op. cit., pp. AA4PT. 

‘218 Skinner, op. cit., op. 65f. 

“ou” Saitn, @. BOP-isaien. vol. I, ps 1352. 

\220 Whitehouse, op. cit., Pp. 134. | 
Grey s-ens e84.:; De 125. | 
Bewer, op. cit., pp. 104f. | 

Lode, Op. “ent ./ pe'-1035. | 

Smith, H. P., p. 155. | 

Jefferson, op. cit., Dp. 146. | 

Wade, op. cit., p. 44f. | 

Supra, p. AT. 
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indicates that the new age wr) ‘te: bes one mats peace. he. anaes is 
len the title, "Prince of Peace," the significance of which has 


already been considered. °-° It is sufficient to reiterate that 


to paint this reign of peace and order."°9 Like the above, 
this passage ‘ dugtoniewuil only by those who deny thet Isaiah’ 
held any messianic thoughts. Here we have a picture of a mes--: 
Sianic king whose might (verse 2) consists not of the might of a 
great soldier, but of having Power to execute right. °° Perfect 


jJsutice and fairness will be executed, to the extent thet nature 


50 


this passage portrays a broad idea of peace involving not only 


freedom from war, but also the blessings of prosperity. 


In the messianic passage of 11:1-9 "no figure is too strong 


lis to be revolutionized so that beasts of prey become like tame 


anineia. 221 The picture of righteous and Prosperous peace and 


security indicated in this oracle is based on 2 faith in Yahweh 


as a God of social righteousness, end it has been called the 


j 
) 
| 


Isaiah is 32:1-5, 15-20. In uniting these two passages as a 


inital expression of such 2 feith. 


ase 


The next, and ‘ast passage which we shall consider from 


description of the condition destined to prevail in the messi- 
| 


anic age, we are following Duhm. °92 Here, in a passage that 


| 


comes from the closing years of the prophet's life, he paints 


Supra, p. 25. 

Peith, M. Ts, op. e1t.; p. 301. 

Gmay,; OP.e02t.50 Ds: 216. 

Bewer, op. cit., Pp. 81; and Pedersen, op. cit., p. 326. 
Ferton,; oP. clt., Bp: Loo 

Duhm, as cited by Wade, op. cit., pp. 206f. Fora discus- 
Sion of the critical problems involved, see supre, p. 27. 
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nis richest hea rne of social Po ae and sheleds peace, i decors 


these concepts had been fundamental with him throughout his 
ak 


‘ministry.° Perhaps here again the most effective thing will 
‘ig 
‘be to let the prophet speak for himself. To be noted is the 


‘stress which the prophet here places upom security in this peace 


‘of the future. 22 


"Ten will the steppe become garden land, 

And the garden land be counted an orchard. 

And justice will dwell in the steppe, 

And righteousness abide in the garden land; 

And the effect of righteousness will be peace, 

And the product of justice quietness and 
confidence forever. 

My People will dwell in peaceful homes, 

In secure abodes, end in auiet resting Die COiecs- 


This review of Isaiah's pronouncements on the Messianic 
State reveal that war had no place in his thought of the ideal 


‘future. God might, indeed did, use war in Isaiah's day, but 


with the advent of the messianic king, war would be replaced 


ith an ideal peace. Features of this ideal peace included 
olitical peace based upon divine arbitration, the peace of a 
| rosperity so wide-spread that even the wild beasts contributed 
ipa it, and the peace of social justice and security. Truly 


such a peace would be a peace indeed! 


| 
| 
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IV. Micah 
Isaiah's younger contemporary was the prophet Micah. His 
ork is preserved for us in the book which bears his name, but 
p long with it here is much which many critics feel must have 
234 Bewer, Obs Citta; Pa Tb. 


235 Pedersen, op. cit., Dp. 321. 
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come from later hands. There is every reason to accept the 


i 


first three chapters as genuine, with the exception of 2:12-13, 
for the last sentences of chapter 3 are quoted as Micah's in 
Jeremiah 26:13, 276 The remain@er of the book, though universal 


ly admitted to contain some of the noblest utterances in the Old 


Testament, is so different in tone, style, and general character 
that some feel thet none of it came from Micah.<>/ Others, how 
ever, feel that parts of the latter half of the book are not in 
consistent with conditions implied in the first three chapters 

and may come from Micah. Bewer adnits the threatening passages 
of chapter 4,238 a position with which Wade seems to concur, 29 


Povah admits 6:1-8, 240 


while Bewer feels thet 6:1-7:6 are 
"likely" ican tdye"™ ones Wey: dw “stidWe us’ tte “acuee Ail ‘néture 
of much of our material. More will be said leter concerning 
specific passages when they are up for consideration. 


There are two passages in Micah in which the word shalom 


aprears, 3:5 and 515,248 In the first of these the prophet is 


denouncing false prophets. The way he here uses shalom is best 
seen by quoting: 


“Regarding the prophets who lead my people 
astray, 


256: Robinsen, op. “ert.%. ‘pb. T50. 

237 Ibid., p. 130; and Eiselen, Ihe Prophetic Books of the Old 
Testament, p. 477. 

238 Bewer, op. cit., p. 118. 

239 Wade, The Books of the Prophets Micah, Obediah, Joel — 


————— 5] 
Jonah (Hereafter designated es Micah to distinguish fro 
Wade, Isaiah.), pp. xxiv f. 
240 Povah, ep. Cit. Dw GF. 
241 Bewer, op. cit., p. 118. 
eae Youria, Bye: 'ol te, Bb.’ 736. 
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Who preach prosperity (shd16m) when their 
mouth is filled: 

But if one does not put something in their 
mouths, 

They declare war against him." 


Peace or prosperity is preached to those who pay these false 
prophets well, but war, which is here not national, but prob- 


243 to those who 


ably implies a tyrannical species of backmail, 
do not pay them well. Pedersen points out that this shows how 
great a place peace Played in the sayings of these false pro- 
phets, for Micah here makes it their characteristic message. 

He goes on to say thet it is no wonder that it had such a place 
in their message, because as it is here used it is the same as 


the very growth of lire?" 


This suggests that more than ma- 
terial prosperity is involved, but that it is a blessing of 
well-being in all of life. 

The second occurrence of shalom is in verse 5 of that 
highly questionable chapter 5. Davidson?+5 and George Adam 
Smith seem to accept the passage in which this occurs, but the 
latter notes that it is placed in exilic or post-exilic times 
by Marti, Nowack, J. M. P. Smith, and Budde. 246 Wade denies 
this passage to Micah, but dates it twenty years prior to the 


Tai) of Jerusalem.-*" It seems, therefore, that this passage | 


falls outside the scope of our consideration. If, however it 


is accepted as from Micah, or at least of pDre-exilic origin, 


245 Smith, Ward, and Bewer, op. cit., pd. TAF. 
244 Pedersen, op. cit., Dp. 341. 

245 Davidson, op. cit., p. 362. 

CAG Matty d. Bi, Wo. cit. i Wel. I, p. 443. 
247 Wade, Micah, Pp. 39. 
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this man shall be our peace." If this reading be right, then 


contain the term sh@lom, but it would seem that both Robinson249 


Robinson's rendering is very similar to that of Smith's, which 


state of harmony with the whole community, a meaning which we 
| 

rf 
I 


249 Bobindan, op. elt., p. 1355. 
| 250 Smith, J. M. P., The Bible, An American Translation. 


Sans | nnNEEEEREEEnnereeaeeeeeemmmeeemmmmmeeeemmememremneeee PROSE Ce ee ees | 


in prophetic thought. The use of shalom here is open to three 


possible interpretations. | The passage is commonly read "and 


" 


shalom must stand for "peacemaker," or possibly for "orotector. "! 
Either of these connotations is different from any we have up 
to this time met in the prophets. There is, however, another 
possible interpretation for which Wade argues effectively. The 
Hebrew reads litterally “and this shall be peace," and this ad- 
mits the reading "And in this was (as expleined in the rest of 
the mate) will peace be insureas "245. If this reading is right, 
peace is here freedom from military conflict with the Assyrians 
due to the seven shepherds and eight princes which are to be 
drawn uP. 

As it stands in the text, it would seem thet 2:8 does not | 


and Fees .P: Smith--° reconstruct the text to include it. | 


is | 


"But you are my people's foe; 

You rise against those who are at peace. 

You strip off from those who pass through 
in confidence 

Spoils of war." 


Here peace would seem to indicate those who were living ina 


248 Loc. cit. 
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pter 1,251 to be charecteristic of shlom, 
From this survey we judge it most Drobable that Micah used 
the term shalom twice in his writings so far as we know them. 
In both instances he used it ina very broad manner. Once to 
connote blessing, prosperity, and well-being, and the second 
time, to connote a state of harmony between the individual and 


his community. 


We turn now to those passages where Micah thinks of the 


violation of Peace, war, as a means of divine punishment. The 
first of these passages is chapter I. The chapter vividly por- 
trays the destruction of both Israel and Judah either as immi- 
nent or as actually heppening. The verb forms used suit either 


252 


of these alternatives. For these reasons it is probebly 


best located historically between 725 B.C. and 720 B.G.->- In 
the first part of the chapter the destruction is pictured more | 


in the terms of a theophany, but later Assyria is introduced as 


the agent.->" Very little is said of the sins for which this | 


' 


punishment is to come, but it is significant, from our point of 
view, thet the slight reference which is made, in 13, is to 
chariots, ->-which were military implements. The chapter closes 
with the threat of exile. 

Micah 2:1-11 continues the threat of war as divine punish- 
ment. This oracle, however, differs from that of chapter 1 in 
251; Gupre,t DP. +2 
Zoe | Gnltin, &. Au, OP. Gik.; vol. I, Bp. 368. 

253 ata Robinson, oP. cit., P. 1352; and Lods, op. cit., 


254 Peters, oP. cit., ps 239. 
Robinson, oP. cit., P. 134. 
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that it is cia viatwabeied pee a paMeea: denkeunsi es Won reason 


for their captivity. It is a woe pronounced upon those who 


"For the sake of a mere trifle, 
You take a heavy mortgage." 


A woe against those who are described 


"They covet fields and seize then, 
And houses, and carry them off. 

So they crush a yeoman and His house, 
A man and his possessions." | 


But the result of their oppression is that the enemy will pbos- 
sess the land and they will sing a lament | 


"To our captors our soil is allotted; 
we are utterly ruined." 


| They who now oppress are soon to be the victims of war and are 
to be carried off captive by the enemy. 
Exactly the same tone carries throvgh 3:9-12, where the 


prophet, unlike his contemporary, announces the fall of Jeru- 


| galem as the result of the evil of the people. In this respect 
} 
| Micah is in close agreement with his early contemporary, Amos = 


| These three passages, which, it should be noted, comprise 


Micah, like his predecessors, saw nothing inconsistent ina God 


who reaguired social justice using wer to punish his people. 


While the evidence is not so certain, it seems that Micah, like 


his predecessors, had only condemnation for the instruments of 


the bulk of the undoubted material in Micah, clearly show thet 


war, represented by chariots. But, if this be the case, we 


must think that Micah condemned them on the same basis as did 


266 Guith, Hy Ps, op. €1t., p. 148. 
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his predecessors, because they showed that the confidence of | 
the people was being placed in these instruments rether than in 
Yahweh. War for Micah is not wrong in itself, but is an inter- 


ruption of the blessing of peace. 


The first Picture of the messianic age as one of peace in 


the book of Micah, 4:1-5, is almost identical with the picture 


described in Isaiah 2:1-4. The critical problems which this 
creates were dealt with when the latter passage was under con- 
sideretion.->! The passage in Micah adds but one detail, found 
“in verse 4. 
“And they shall sit each under his vine, 
And under his fig tree, with none to frighten 
then." 
, If this passage is accepted as pre-exilic, and as coming possi- 
bly from Isaiah or Micah, a position which we found tenable 


when we considered the critical problems, the addition of this 


thought in Micah is significant. It adds to the picture of 


|of peace as freedom from war the ideas of personal prosperity 


|and security. 


| Chapter 5 contains three oracles of Messianic significance,| 
| 
(2-4, 5-9, and 10-15, end while it is probable that these were 


not uttered at the same time, 29° they must be considered in 
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Close relationship with each other. First of all we must face 


| the problem of authenticity. While the chapter is not a unity, 


the critics line up on the whole in the same way in which they 
lined up on 5:5, and the conclusion is the same, the passages 
are probably outside the scope of our consideration, being of 


exilic or post-exilic origin. However, there are those who 


| accept them as pre-exilic and possibly from Micah, so we will 


glance briefly at their significance. —2 


Verses 2-4 carry no reference to peace as freedom from 

war, nor is the word shalom used, but they do picture Israel 
under the messianic king es enjoying Prosperity and security, 
which, as we have seen were fundamental to the prophets' 

thought of an age of peace. 

Verses 5-6 pictures the protection from Assyria which will 
be furnished in the messianic age. Here the Messiah is ignored 
and leaders are raised up from among the people, seven shep- | 


herds and eight princes are to "shepherd the land of Assyria 


with the sword."©©° ‘mig would seem to indicate that the peace 
of the land of the new Isreel is to be secured by military 
means--a concept which is unusual in messianic thought. 

Verses 10-15 are not quite so generally questioned as the 
rest of chapter 5, being accepted by Wellhausen and Nowaek, 261 
but nevertheless the weight of critical opinion, es we have 
Pointed out above, is against these verses. If they are accep 
259 For the positions of the various critics, see supra, Dp. 53 


eo0. Smith, 24 Mu es, 0. clt., pp. 106ff. 
2er, Cited by Pein, G £., op. cit., vols I, pp. 4A7fL. 
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| based either upon the power of the sword, or upon divine power 


eGo: Lemven. wee Aes Op. CL.) WoL. Ly BP. ASTL. 


the prophet here, in light of the messianic deliverence which 


has been promised, pictures the destruction on that day of arma 
ments, fortresses, magic, and idolatry. These things will no 


longer be necessary and will disappear, ©O% This thought of 


peace established by Yahweh without the aid of, and here it 
would almost seem conditional upon the destruction of, arma- 
ments is more in harmony with general Prophetic thought than 
is the shepherding of Assyria with the sword noted above. 


This survey has shown us thet there is no secure basis for 


any statement of how Micah thought of peace in the messianic 
age, because we have no passage describing that age that we can 
with any confidence attribute to him. All we can say is that 
those passages which are now in the book of Micah Picture that 


age as one in which peace is thought of es the absence of war, 


without the aid of armaments, and that this idea of peace is 


expanded to include also the ideas of Prosperity and security. 
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~ GHAPTER III. A CHRONOLOGICAL VIEW OF PEACE IN 
PROPHETIC THOUGHT--ZEPHANIAH THROUGH EZEKIEL 1-24 


I. Zephaniah 


From the time of Micah until the appearance of the next 


literary prophet there elapses approximately seventy-five years. 
Then, with the appearance of a great national crisis, there 
comes the remainder of our pre-exilic Prophets. Exact dates 
are hard to assign for Zephaniah, Nahum, and Habukkuk, but it 
seems Probable that they come in this order and that they are 
jcontempo ra ry with the early ministry of the great Jeremiah.! 

Zephaniah in no place uses the term shalom® hence we here 


fina ourselves forced to gather all our information concerning 


4 ideas of peace from his passages concerning war. 
| Zephaniah reminds us very much of Amos. Just as Amos saw 


de approaching armies of the Assyrians and made them the in- 


ccaiiaaaaeai of punishment on the Day of Yahweh, so Zephaniah saw 


the approach of the Scythians and made the same interpretation. 
e punishment on that Day was to fall both upon Judah and upon 
eighboring nations. We Will deal first with the pronouncement 
f ee on Judah. 


=—e-= 


The punishment of Judah on the Day of the Lord is pronoun- 


ed in chapter I. In the opening verses of the chapter the 


nishment is world-wide in scope and seems to be more or less 
upernatural in nature. Beginning, however, with verse 4, 
Smith, -G. Ad, oa city, \vol. -ID, tiable facing p. xx. 


Young, 6¥. cit., p. 36. 
Saith, 8. fF.) @ps cit., Dp. 163. 
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‘Jerusalem and Judah are specifically mentioned, and from verse 


14, onward, the destruction is unmistakably pictured in terms of 
war and invasion.’ The fortified cities and lofty battlements 
will be of no avail in that day. Destruction by war is coming 
because of the sins of Judah. 

Zephaniah's pronouncement of destruction updn the neighbor- 
ing nations is found in 2:4-15. The nations denounced are 
Philistia, Moab, Ammon, Egypt, and Assyria. Because of the fact 
that Moab and Ammon were not on the line of the Scythian inva- 
Sion, and because the verses referring to them, 8-10, are not in 
the elegiac measure, the oracle against them is generelly re- 
garded as a later insertion.” Verse 15 is questioned as a later 
addition® as is the political hope in verse 7. ! The climax of 
the oracle is reached in the prediction against Egypt and 
Assyria. The sword is mentioned but once in the entire passage, 
in verse 12, but the general tone of the oracles, and the his- 
torical background from which they come, support the-thesis that 
Zephaniah thought of the Scythian invasion as the means by which 
|\Yahweh would execute His ae Geren 


| These two passages have shown that Zephaniah, though 


4 Suith, GA... oP. cit., vol. II, pp. 37f., 48. 

5 Ibid., vol. II, pp. 41ff.; and Bewer, op. cit., p. 137. 
These verses’ are held genuine by Davidson, The Books of Nahum 
Habakkuk, and Zephaniah (Hereafter referred to as Nahun, etc., 
eg eee from the author's Old Testament Prophecy.), Pp. 

@) £.< 

‘ Smithy Gi As) ‘op. “ite, ‘vol. II, pe 65: 

'7 Bewer, op. cit., p. 137. 

8 Robinson, op. cit., Ps 174; and Smith, G. A., op. el1t.;. vol. 
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| separated by a considerable period of time from his predeces- | 
| sore, follows them exactly in picturing the invading army as 

| Yahweh's agent against Judah and the surrounding nations. For 

nia, then, as for the others, war is not something outside the 

‘divine plan, but peace is a blessing which Yahweh violates to 


punish the nations. 


| The one Picture of peace given by Zephaniah is found in 3: 
‘a. While it can scarcely be called a messianic passage, it is 
@ picture of the remnant after Yahweh's punishment is over. 
This remnant is pictured as @ poor and humble people who now 


seek refuge in the name of the Lord and do no wrong, with the 


them." Kuenen denied this picture of the future to Zephaniah, ? 


a that "they shall feed and lie down, with none to disturb 
nlLO | 


Accepting this passage as genuine, the figure here is one of | 


perfect security from all external evils, permitting the peace- 


ful expansion of the community. + Zephanieh's thought of Peace 
in the future, then, seems to be one characterized by security 
and well-being. 

A more hopeful-and peaceful Picture of the future is con- 
tained in 3:14-20, but like the picture of the future found at 
the close of the book of Amos, this is generally denied to 
Zephaniah, | and we have to be content with verse 13 as giving 

9 Kuenen as.cited by. Smith, G. A., op. cit., vol. II, pp. Aof. 
10 Davidson, Nahum, etc., p. 103; so also Bewer, op. cit., Pp. 
is De Oeeneon Ge Mas OD. Cit. Vol. £1, Pp. Tl. 
11 Davidson, Nahum, etc., p. 134. 


i2@ TDiG.. ees Jue ees. tO mL eBON,. OD. clt., p.275:. Bewer, op. 
cit., Pp. 138; Kuenen, State, and Schwally as cited by Smith, 


__G, A., op. cit., vol. 
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us our only ‘trustworthy picture of Zephaniah's sg “thought of peace 


in the future. 


II. Nahum 

The word shald0m occurs once in the book of Nahum, in 1: 
15. This verse, however, is part of an alphabetic psalm, 1:2- 
2:2, which is recogniged by practically all modern scholars as 
of post-exilic érieiny Therefore we must get all of our in- 
formation concerning Nahum's thought of peace from passages 
which do not use the word. 

The remainder of Nahum's prophecy, 2:3-3:19, is all along 
the same theme, and for our purpose may be considered as a unit, 
though it seems to be made uP of at least two separate poems, 
the first ending at 2:13,7° This meterial dates from either the 
Siege of Nineveh by Cyaxares in 625 B.C., or from a period 
shortly before the fall of Nineveh in 606 B.C.2° Nahum might 
well be called the nationalist of the Prophets. He sees Nineveh 


bout to be destroyed by war, and his heert, filled with ven- 


geance for his nation's oppressor, greets its overthrow with 
enthusiasm. He sees its fall as a vindication of the justice of 


ahweh upon an oppressing tyrent.!? It has been said that in 


5 Tete, eps eLte, Bs 736. 
4 Lods, oP. cit., Pp. 158; Eiselen, op. cit., p. 494; Smith, G. 
Bas OP. Gite, Wols TE, pp. SAP. Smith also cites Bickell, 
Gunkel, Kautzsch, Kennedy, Budde, and J. M. P. Smith as of 
the same opinion. Dissenting from this view is Davidson, 

Nahum, ete., pp. 18ff. 

5 Smith, G. A., op. etter, Vol. Ti, Pp: LOA. 

G Prevéerming Ge s.0b Ge Smith, G. A., op. cit., vol. II, pp. 
86f. Preferring 606 B.C. are Davidson, Nahum, etc., Pp. 17; 
and Bewer, op. cit., pp. 138f. 

7 Bewer, op. cit., pp. 138f. 
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| taking this attitude Nahum sho’ ws himself to be of that group of 
| Prophet patriots who had reverted to the national Yahwism which 


| 
preceded the eighth century Prophetic movement, and that he pic- 


‘tures Yahweh as reconciled with Judah and as making the cause ol 


oa His own cause. l® 


Perhaps this judgment is essentially cor 
rect, because Nahum is motivated apparently not because he sees 
Assyria as morally condemned before Yahweh, but by the most in- 


tense hatred of Sonribhe < Nevertheless, whatever his motive 


may be, he is at one with the rest of the literary prophets in 


that he sees nothing wrong in attributing to Yahweh the use of 


III. Habakkuk 


The word shalom occurs nowhere in the prophecies of 


20 


Habakkuk, and we are therefore, forced, as we have been in 


other similar instances, to learn all that we can concerning 


Habakkuk's thought of peace from what he has to say concerning 


war. 


In our treetment of previous prophets we have formed our 


opinion by a consideration of pertinent, but isolated, passages. 
The problem of interpretation of Habakkuk is such, however, that 
this short book does not readily lend itself to this method of 


treatment, and we shall consider the various interpretations of 


| 
war to destroy a people. 
| the whole work, except chapter 3, which we regard as having no 


Pa Iovis,, GP. Lt oo P1586. 
19 Davidson, Nahum, ete., p. 21. 
20. Mourns ete cite, Dp.) 756. 
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el 


originel connection either with the prophet or his utterances, 


in the hope that we may thereby gain some knowledge of the pos- 
sible attitudes toward war and peace taken by Habakkuk. 
| 
The first interpretation which we shall present is that of 
Budde, “© one which is followed by George Adam Smith.“ Accor- 
ding to this view the oppressors of Judah in 1:1-4 are an exter- 
nal foe, either Assyria or Egypt. 1:5-11 are out of place, and 
1:12-17 follows 1:1-14 with a continued description of tyrenny 
with which Judah is oppressed. Then follows 2:2-4 with Yahweh's 
promise that the just shall live by faith, after which, 1:5-11, 
the Chaldeans are raised up as Yahweh's instrument for the pun- | 
ishment of the Assyrians. | 
| For our second possible interpretation, we shall follow 
Davidson, @# whose view is representative of the majority of 
eritics.<> The injustice and evil complained of in 1:1-4 is the 
internal wrong of Judah, social injustice and oppression. The 
Prophet complains that Yahweh has disregarded evil. The answer 
of 1:5-11 is that the fierce Chaldeans will be raised up to 
punish the nation by invasion. This, however, rether than sol- 
ving the prophet's moral problem, only intensifies it, and in 
21 Robinson, Prophecy and the Prophets (Hereafter designated as 
Prophecy to distinguish it from the same author's The 
Decline and Fall of the Hebrew Kingdoms.), p. 115; and Smith, 
G2tAtpcoPpeceituse vol .alig «pps LObis 
22 Budde as cited by Davidson, Nahum, ete., p. 50. 
25) thnith 76s ALokep.rekttie; velexII}0pini26;) 
24 Davidson, Nahum, etc., p. 47. 
25 Smith, G..A., op. cit., vol. II, p. 199 cites Pusey, Delit- 


zsch, Kleinert, Kuenen, Skinner, Driver, Orelli, Kirkpatrick, 
and Wildeboer as holding essentially this view. 
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1:12-17, he asks how long this brutal nstion is to be allowed to 


lcontinue. His answer comes in 2:1-5, where he sees that morel 


distinction is involved in ultimste destinies, and the righteous 


shall live by faith. This is followed by a series of woes in 
which the downfall of the Chaldeen is predicted. 

Both of these interpretations are open to criticism and in- 

volve difficulties, and while the second Seeae preferable to us, 
we must admit the possibility of the first. 
According to the first interpretetion, Habakkuk's thought 
of war is similar to that of Nahum's. Judah is oppressed by a 
foreign nation, Probably Assyria, and Yahweh will reise up a- 
nother netion to punish the enemy of his people by war. 

If, on the other hand, the second interpretation is cor- 
rect, as we believe, then we see our Prophet holding a position 
hich is a considerable advance over Nahum, end indeed, over all 
is predecessors. For eccording to this view, the prophet sees 
er coming upon Judah as God's punishment for its sin. But, 
rather than solving the moral problem, this wer intensifies it, 
nd the prophet becomes the first to question war, even though 
e regards it as Yahweh's act. It would be easy to make a hasty 
eneralization here and say th-t our Prophet questions war as in 
tself immoral, but such » thought is beyond him. He is ques- 
tioning the rectitude of a particular war beceuse in it the 
aithless and wicked nation is swallowing up one which is more 
ighteous than itself. Then the prophet sees that the ultimate 


olution lies in the fact that he who has "despoiled many na- 
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nought, While the righteous shall live by faith. 


IV. Jeremiah 


Without auestion the greetest of the seventh century pro- 
Phets was Jeremiah. Up to this point, none of the seventh cen- 
tury prophets whom we have studied heve used the term shalon, 


but in Jeremiah quite a different situetion exists. We find in 
26 


patil some seventeen Passa ges where he mekes use of it. 
| In our study of Miceh we saw thet he made the preaching of 
| snattom a characteristic feature of the preaching of the false 
prophets.~! The same thing is true of Jeremiah, who uses the 
term four times, 6:14; 8:11; 14:13; and 23:17, when speaking of 
such Prophets. The essential meaning of Jeremiah's use of the 
| term in these verses is seen in the fact that in The Bible, An 
American Translation, it is rendered "all is well" except in 4: 
13. Peace in these three passages would seem to be used by the 
une’ to indicate the broadest Possible blessing and welfare. 
Pedersen has said that it is here identical with the "very 


growth of lire."*° 


It would seem likely thet the same kind of 
blessing is indicated in 14:13, but here it is contrasted with 
the sword and famine, indicating that the prophet thought of 
Peace as a blessing thet wes destroyed not only by War, but 

also by famine. This would suggest the importance of prosperity 
and material abundance in the prophetic idee of peace. 
P6 Youngs,’ ore e1ta ps6. 


eT ‘Bupra © b.' 52% 
i28 Pedersen, op. cit., Pp. 314. 
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In 25:37 the wove shalom is used in yonieorten with Vai; 


familiar symbol of the shepherd and the flock: “And the peace- 


‘ful folds are destroyed." To us it would seem that the most 


ers interpretation here is thet the folds are peaceful in 


Bae sense that all is well with the flock, but Pedersen is prob- 


the flock is involved. *? This would be in hermony with the last 
idea suggested above, that the blessing of peace in prophetic 
thought includes material abundance, in which the fertility of 
the flock would have a very definite role. 

There are a number of Places where Jeremiah's use of the 
term shalom shows either explicitly or implicitly that he is 


ably right when he points out that the idee of the fertility of 
|the city, or the nation. The first of these is 4:10 where the 


So princes, priests, end prophets ere horrified end shall 
say:°° 
| 


"Ah Lord God! thou has certainly deceived this peo- 
Ple and Jerusalem, saying, 'All shall be well (sha 16m ) 
with you,’ when the sword was reaching the life.”  — 


learly peace is here the blessing of well-being for the people 
nd city the disruption of which is threatened by war. 

In 8:15 and in 14:19 we have two passages which are identi- 
al. Probably we are justified in considering one or the other 


bf these passages a repetition, but it is difficult to say which | 


| | 
9 TPbrdi} ip. shie: 
O The American Standard Revision puts these words into the 

| mouth of Jeremiah. We are here following The Bible, An 

} American Translation, and Peake, A. S., Jeremiah, vol. in a 

| Pp. 120, who so read on the basis of the Arabic Version. 
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one. Thus Peake, in his note on 8:15, says "repeated 14:19b; 
Perhaps in its original place there, 


19 he says “quoted from 8:15. 
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is speaking for Judah, saying: 


makes shalom equivalent to prosperity, Pedersen would give it 


an even broader connotation. 


"We looked for prosperity (shal6ém), but no 
good has come, 
For a time of healing, but lo! disaster." 


—awee ee (Oe er se ee 


all that the Israelite thought of as "gooa."27 


but in his note on 14: 


The prophet in this passage 


He says that here it comprises 


To be considered with these passages, as likewise showing 


the close relationship between shalom and all thet is good, is 


fake re J 
of chapter 33 having been denied to Jeremiah.“ 
of the chapter, 1-13, however is recognized by Smith, 
Lofthouse, 
orked over by a later editor. 
entatively accept 33:9 as representative of Jeremiah's thought. 
in this verse the nations of the earth are pictured as amazed 


nt “all the good and all the prosperity (shalém) that I will 


51 
be 
op) 
34 


36 37 


and Peake 


Peake, A..8., op. cit. ,. vol...1,. P.)162. 
1 bid.,-vors LE, DP. 204. 
Pedersen, op. cit., p. 313. 


Pi Lets 

Smith, G. A., Jeremish, pp. 290f. 

Lofthouse, Jeremiah and the New Covenant, p. 196. 
Peake; op. cits, vol. II, p. 127. 


|pring to her (Jerusalem)." The close connection here between 


This verse comes from a questioneble passage, the whole 


The first part 


as Jeremienic material which has been 


Therefore, we feel that we can 
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That Jeremiah thought of peace as a blessing bestowed upon 
Judah by Yahweh, to be withdrawn by Him at His will, is shown 
by his use of shalom in 16:5. 

"'For I have withdrawn from this people my good 
Will (sh&l6m), my kindness and pity,' 
is the oracle of the Lord." 


The word shalom occurs in two verses, 29:7, 11, of the let- 


ter which Jeremiah sent to the exiles. The passage is doubted 


historical element and feel thet it was probably included in 
Baruch's biography of Jeremiah.-? The meaning of sh&@lém as wel 
fare is well seen in the first of these two verses: 

"And seek the welfere (shald6m) of the land to which 

I have carried you into exile, and pray to the Lord 


on its behalf; for in its welfare (sh%lém) shall 
You find your welfare (shalém)." 


by some, but most commentators recognize in it a substantial 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The second of these verses also uses shalom in the sense of a 
blessing, here the fullness of the blessing implied is perhaps 
best conveyed by our word "good", as we have noticed to be the 
case in some of the passages considered above: 

"thor I know the thoughts that I cherish toward you,' 

is the oracle of the Lord, ‘thoughts of good (shalém), 

and not of evil...'" 

Perhaps the last of the passages in which the prophet's 
use of shalom is such as to connote blessing or well-being for 


the city or nation, in this case the former, is 33:6. The wide 


| implications of the term in this verse and of the kind of 


| 38 Ibid., vol. Ty Pp. 54, 
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well-being Which it connotes is suggested by the words that are 
used with it, complete recovery, healing, and security. The 
verse reeds: 

"Behold, I will bring them complete recovery and 
healing, and will reveal to them abundance of 

peace and security." 


The use of shalom to designate Political peace, that is, | 


freedom from war, is found in two passages. The first of these | 


is 28:8,9. The prophet is here in conflict with the prophet 


Hananiah. He tells the latter that since it is customary for 


prophets to proDhecy of war, famine,” 


and pestilence, any Pro- 
phecy of Deace must be proved by its fulfilment. Very evident- 


ly, not only from the passage itself, but also from its generel | 


context, peace is here used as opposed to war, end we feel aa 
this was the primary thought in Jeremiah's mind at this time. | 
Nevertheless, we must not lose sight of the fact that very .ex- | 
Plicitly peace here is not confined to mere absence of war, but 
it is also used in contrast with famine and pestilence, indi- 
cating that peace is a state of well-being in which the absence 
of war is only a part of the total blessing. 
Another passage using shalom in adnimine to war is 34:5. 
Here the Prophet is consulting with the king, and warns him 
that the city is to be given into the hands of the Babylonians 
and thet he shall see the king of Babylon face to face, yet 
39 In reading "famine" instead of "evil" we are following 
Smith, J. M. P., The Bible, An American Translation; and 


Peake, oP. cit., vol. II, p. 51, who says that this is 
the reading of some of the WMS. 


ee is 72 


Zedekiah is not to die by the sword, but shall die in peace end 
is to be buried with his fathers. In other words, the king is 
not to die in the war or as a result of the war, but is to die 
when he, and his country, is at peace. It is Probable that 
this promise was originally conditional, ?° but it plainly 
speaks of peace as a condition in contrast to 4 state of war 
and invasion. 

In sharp contrast with these passages where shalom indi- 
cates the absence of war, is 43:12, where it is used to indi- 
cate a complete victory and domination over Egypt by the 


Assyrians. True it is that The Bible, An American Translation 


renders the word shalom here as "unmolested," and that George 
Adam Smith, in a free rendering, gives it as "safely, "41 but 
the Assyrian is here pictured as unmolested and safe only be- 
cause he has completely reduced the land. This is the first 
time that we have found shalom used by the prophets in the 
sense of safety throught victory and domination over the enemy, 
but such an interpretation is consistent with the fundamental 
concepts involved in shtlom. '@ 


If the rendering of the American Standard Revision is cor- 


rect, 12:5 stands in sharp contrast to the above passage, be- 
cause in it peace is not the security which comes from victory, 
but the security of the safe land of Judah as contrasted with 
AQ @nitth, 3. Mo. B., ep. cit., pp. 153f. 


4) Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 310. 
42 Supra, p. 4. 
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the jungle of Jordan: 1 The preferred reading, however, based 


on an emendation suggested by Hitzig which substitutes boreah 


for peteany is as follows: 


| "And 1f you take to flight in a safe (sha1ldm) land, 
How will you do in the jungle of Jordan?" 


This rendering lessens the shardness of the contrast, but does 
ES destroy it. The land of peace is here identical with the 
land which is safe and secure. 

Again in 12:12 shalom is again used in the sense of secur- 
ity. That this is the meaning here is best seen by quoting the 


Prophet. 


"For the sword of the Lord has devoured - 
From end to end of the land, 
So that no flesh is safe (shalom).' 


The desolation of the land has been such that there is no peace, | 
no well-being, no security for anyone, would seem to be the 
prophet 's meaning. 

Also closely related to the thought implied by shal6m in 
12:5 is the thought of 30:5. Here again peace is not Produced 
by war. The latter has produced horror, indeed, as the follow- 
ing verses suggest, it is contrary to nature, and peace is, in 
contrast to this horror, security. (> 

If 51:56 could be accepted as genuine, we would have the 


» 


Prophet using shalom in the sense of recompense or reward, a 
meaning which we have seen to be in ha rmony with the fundamental 


43 Pedersen, op. cit., pp. 320f. 
4 Hitzig as cited by Peake, op. cit., vol. I, p. 187. 
|45 Pedersen, loc. cit. 
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eRe epee implied by the berate It seems Probable, however, 


| 
i 
| 


thet this verse could not have come from Jeremiah. 47 


| 
| We have in Jeremiah our best opportunity to see how the 
| prophets used the term shalom, since he used that term almost 


— as meny times as all the literary prophets before him had 


pee it together. We have seen that in the main Jeremiah used 
payee to designate a blessing of well-being and prosperity for 


the community, city, or nation. We have found that in Jeremiah’ 


thought essential elements of this state of well-being were ma- 


‘terial abundance and the fertility of the flocks, freedom of the 


state from war, and security. In one instance we found that 
Jeremiah used the term to designate the peace of the victor. 
Among the literary prophets this usage of the term is unique to 


Jeremiah, though it seems to have been a common usege at an 


earlier time.48 Aside from this one instance, the usage of 


shalom by Jeremiah is in complete harmony with the way we have 


| 
found it used by his predecessors. 


Like all his predecessors, Jeremiah lived and worked in 
crucial times. Like Amos, his early career was marked by the 
ppearance of a foe in the North. Like Isaiah, Jeremiah lived 
nd prophecied through a siege of Jerusalem. Unlike the other 
bed phetas he lived to see the city that Isaiah had declared in- 
. olate fall before the enemy and he himself spent his lest 
6 Guprea, PP. 1; 5. 

AT Rewer, OP. Ciss, Ps 267; Feake, oP... cit., vol. II, pp. 253f.: 


| and Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 215. 
48 Pedersen, op. cit., pp. 320f. 
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days in involuntary exile. It was inevitable that during a 


forty year career marked by such momentous events the prophet 
should have a greet deal to say sbout nationel policy, and that 
much of this should be releted to threats of war on the one 
hand and to trying to preserve what little peace Judah had left 
on the other. Indeed, he had so much to say along these lines 
that, as was the case with Isaiah, we shall probably fail to 
review some of his statements which relate to our problem, but 
we shall strive to find every aspect of his thought affecting 
peace. 

The first threat of punishment from the North coming upon 
Judah is found in the vision of the boiling cauldron in 1:13- 
14. The vision is short, end difficult to interpret, but it 
seems clear that Jeremiah sees trouble coming from out of the 
North. It is not clear from this vision thet the prophet is 
here thinking of a real enemy, but if he was, it was Probably 
the Seythians. “7 

This last statement will not pass unchellenged, however. 
Most, if not all, of the oracles of chapter 1-6 deal with a foe 
from the North,>-° but it is difficult to positively identify 
this foe. Thus Welch finds thet there is nothing in the des- 
scriptions of the foe from the North that could only have been 
uttered by one thinking of the Scythian hordes, and thet there 
are features in the description which do not agree with the 


49 Peake, op. cit., vol. I, p. 84. 
50 Smith, de Mees Che Clty, Ps LIZ. 
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also finds nothing in historical evidence to support a conclu- 
Sion thet the Scythians invaded Palestine at this period. 
Therefore he follows Volz end Wilke, whom he cites, in reject- 
ing the identification of Jeremiah's foe from the North with 
the Scythians. In Welch's judgment this foe is not to be iden- 
tified with a historical figure at all, but is to be given an 
eschatological interpretation.-= 
Occasionally Chaldeans, who in later years the prophet 

recognized as the ultimate foe from the North, are thought to 


be 


be referred to here. The early date of these oracles, 626 


B.C., however, argues against this, for at this date the 

Chaldeans had not appeared in this connection. > 
While few are dogmatic about it, most scholars egree with 

Peake es cited above, thet the foe in the Prophet's mind was 

Probably the Seythians.-* The objections to this identifica- 

tion raised by Welsch seem to us adequately answered by J. M. 

Powis Smith, who says that these oracles were edited later in 

Jeremish's career and have been supplemented by leter hands to 

make them apply more closely to the events of the later years, 
Closely related to the vision of 1:13-14 is the prose 

Sl  NOLGH,. OP. Clt., PBs LOSL., 126. 

52) Dindon;, op.’ ¢1it.)- pps °198T. 

55 Peake) oy «lt.; tel: 1, p. 84. 

54 This is the view of Robinson, op. cit., p. 198; Bewer, op. 

ecit., Pp. 143; Povah, op. cit., p. 69; and Smith, J. M. P., 


SP. -eLGu; Ds. LLle. 
Smith, J.-M F., OP. clit... ppi- 112f. 
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| 
. ' 
| against the gates and walls of Jerusalem and against all the 


After a long passage on the apostasy of Israel we come to 
another passage, 2:14-17, where Israel is Pictured as being 
punished by war because of her neglect of Yahweh. This pas- 


sage, however, breaks the context and has been regarded as a 


| 
| cities of Judah because of their apostasy. 
| 
| 
| 
| 56 


not question the Jeremianic authorship. Verse 16 almost 


certainly refers to the defeat and death of Josiah at Megiddo, 
and the brief subject of Judah to Egypt, which makes it prob- 
able that the whole oracle dates from a later period in 


Jeremiah's career than the bulk of the chapter.-! Whatever 


——— 


the Chaldeans, or Egypt is the enemy, one fact is clear, in 
this passege Jeremiah is picturing war as the just punishment 
of Judah for her neglect of Yahweh. 


From 4:5 through chapter 6 we get a group of poetic ora- 
58 


cles reflecting the Scythian invasion. Of this group of ore- 
cles, frequently know es the "Scythian Songs," the first is 4: 
9 

5-8.> This orecle calls the People together at the fortified 


cities because the "destroyer of nations" is bringing destruc- 


tion from the North. All because the fierce anger of the Lord 


‘56 Cornill and Ewald as cited by Feake, op. cit., vol. I, D. 
: 7 

iS? Peakesreplrehtag woke Type 93. 

'58 Smith, G. A.,; Jeremiah, pp. 110f. 

‘59 Lofthouse, op. cit., PD. 56. 


later insertion by Ewald and Cormill, though these scholars did 


portion of the prophet's career this may come from, and whether | 
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In @ prose oracle in 4:11-12 the foe is Pictured es coming 
as “a scorching wind from the desert heights" because Yahweh 
has pronounced judgment eageinst His people. 

knees poetic orecle is found in 4:13-17, where the inva- 
ders are pictured as coming with "chariots like a whirlwind," 


and with horses that are "swifter than eagles." Yet there is 


hope for Jerusalem, if she will wash her heart of wickedness. 
Verse 14, which contains this note of hope, however, is incon- 
sistent with the description of the enemy ss already coming and 


so has been regarded as an interpolation by Duhm and by Erbt. °° 


Peake thinks thet it was probably not in the original prophecy, 


but may heve been added by Jeremiah when he dictated the role 


the second Re Whatever the real status of verse 14, the 


| 


oracle as a whole is clear, punishment is coming swiftly in the 
form of an invasion because Jerusalem hes rebelled against 
Yahweh. 

In 4:29-31 we have en orecle which pictures the whole popu 
lation in flight at the approach of the horsemen and archers. 
Judah in desperation tries again the harlot's art, but in vain, 


| for her enemies are seeking her lite, © 


We have our next allusion to the Scythians as the egents 
(of punishment in 5:6. This verse is part of a longer poem whic 


details the moral reasons for the doom with which the people are 


'60 Duhm and Erbt as cited by Peake, op. cit., vol. I, p. 121. 
|\G1 Peake, loe.. cit. 
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| been ascribed to the Seythians.°> Bewer 


| regarded by Duhm and Cormill as quite unsuitable to the 

| Seythians, who might take a city by assault but who were un- 

: eauel to a siege. This would be appropriate to the Chaldeans, 
| but Cornill denies it to Jeremieh because of its unmetrical 


character. Whatever is done with verses 6-8, which, if taken 
| 63 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, op. cit., pp. 118f.; see also 


: 65 Peake, Coo ’cl py youn 1S p.* 151. 
| 67 Sidds,: op. cits.) pps 167. 


In 5:15-17 we have e vivid description of a “very ancient 


nation" whose men are "all men of war" being brought upon Judah 
by Yahweh. The picture is one of the complete destruction of 
the land, and of the battering down with the sword of the for- 
tified cities. Meny of the details of this poem have been held 
to refer to the Cha Vaeains’. &4 Peake, however, argues rather ef- 
fectively that in its original form this prophecy belongs to 


the period in which the Scythians were the foe, and also, thet 


all of the details could have, from Jeremiah's point of view, 


66 and Loas©? also rec- 


| ognize the Scythians in this passage. 


- Another of the Scythians Songs is found in 6:1-8. There 


| is some auestion, however, in regard to the authenticity of the 


lest three verses. The command to besiege the city has been 


68 


Bewer, op. cit., Pp. 149. 
64 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 122. 


66 Bewer, op. cit., p. 149. 


Duhm and Cormill as cited by Peake, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 
138f.; see also Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, pp. 125f. 
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| clear. The people ere to flee from Jerusalem because the pas- 


toral hordes heve come up against the city and will attack it 


by dey or by night, such is their fury. ©9 
| The last of the poems which mey be referred to the Scythian 
 dauaate is 6:22-26, (0 It is a picture of a mighty, crvel, and 
| pitiless nation riding against Zion in battle. 

| But the disappearance of the Scythians does not mark the 


| cessation of Jeremiah's prophecy of war upon Judah as punishment 


for the people's lack of faith in Yahweh. Such en oracle, prob- 


jably dating from an early period in Jehoiakim's reign, is found 


lan 8:14-17. (+ Bewer would refer these verses back to the 


Seythten period, 72 but Peake agrees with J. M. Powis Smith in 


making them of leter origin. 13 It is 2 picture of siege and in- 


et doom because "the Lord our God has doomed us to death." 
Another group of oracles of about this same period, being 


| 
| 
sestgne by Lofthouse to 6135 B.C., the year of Assyria's revi- 


oe is found in 10:17-25. The text here is very corrupt, and 


| 
‘hes been expanded at severel pleces, > but there is no reason to 
| 


76 


‘deny thet it has a Jeremianic basis. The general picture is 


ee of siege, inevitable and perhaps imminent, the enemy coming 


Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 58. 

Smith, G A., Jeremiah, p. 130. 
SWpeh 06 Me sy, GPs Glt<, Pp. I4er. 
Bewer, op. cit., Dp. 149. 

Feake. @D.,G10 «. Wool... , .PD.,L61LE. 
Lotthnouse, op. tit., Pp. 102. 

Feske.. op. 63%., Wolk. bi; BD. 175. 
Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 207. 
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| from the North end laying waste Hie eities of Tuan In the 


' closing verses the prophet begs Yahweh to use justice and not 
wreth in His punishment, lest they be reduced to nothing. 
| Verse 25 is to be regarded as a later insertion for it is en- 


' tirely out of harmony with the temper of Jeremiah. \! 


In 12:7-13 we have eanother picture of invasion. These 
| verses are undated, but are generelly believed to reflect the 


mixed hordes let loose on Judah by Nebuchadrezzar in 602 B.C. 


or 598 B.C. and the description is probably of an actual inva- 
sion rether than of an imminent one. ¢8 This evil is pictured 
as falling upon Judah since the Lord hates her because she has 
"lifted up her voice" against Him. 

From 13:15 to the end of the chapter we have a group of 


oracles of war and of exile, but they do not all come from the 


same period. The first, 13:15-17, Probably comes from the reig 
| of Jehoiakin, ana may heve been part of the roll destroyed by | 
| Se Wee Sees peta tee ws bh cen taes ERA ee endo ta ct erae lo? 

| this orecle was added at a later date, 8° The message of these 


verses is that the people must go into captivity because they 


are haughty and will not turm to the Lord. 

Coming from a leter period than 13:15-17, is 13:18,19, a 
dirge on the approaching downfall of the king end oveen-mother. 
While Duhm and Rothstein have objected, it is most naturel, and | 
(77 Ibid., Dp. 209; Peake, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 176f. 
| 78 poche G. A., Jeremiah, p,.210; Peake, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 


79 Pedkep ep. cit. vwol.it, p. 196. ; 
80 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 212. 


CS a ee ee el 


: 

| 6 a 
Cet ceakt aeeee Bab siet nodes & as obec 
. VT ai to eqmo: ends) ei Be waroert art ‘to. ti 


easit .cotasvat tolerutota tedtons evad ew wei 


ae role 
-avnt.feuvtes cs to vldedorg Bt et ecb age sit nite De ‘he 


hexudoiq aft Lives e fst BY ono dreninmt as Yo cad? enter mote | 


Ay 


eat one esysosd ted aetadt hrod edt eonts dabyl cody otsser os | 
wmtH stantiegs “oo tov edt ai" pestis" | 
to quorg s svad ew rxetgsdo- edt to baeveds oF Brier mont. | 
s dom ob voit tud ,efixe to bas 18" To aataeral 


fis 
fey odd mort esnoo yidedotd. -Yi-d@£seL ‘gartt oct) potted ages 


ry ‘ ik 


, || 
| y¢ bevottash ffoxr ed¢é to drsd ceed eve yer Sos). mOletods. Dou} 

. - ‘ ey iH] 
| to eatev desl oft tend adatdt dttm@ wsebA os toad «a0 ly add | 


\ 
5 - 


he OR» if 
eeeit to exseberm otT ~~.etsh sotsel sa fs beahs esw slosro eing a 
| 

geveoed ytivitqess oft og feum eafgoeq ort tani et apater | 


| 
-btol edt of mrut tom Lifw has yingover ers | 


od 
re) 
i 
+ 


| 
s OL Si:€L et .¥f-2@l:@Lf aadde bolseq retsl-s mott sminod | 


-redsdon-meeun. bas anix eft to [fstavob antdosorgqes say ro st a | 
: i 


bos ,isxodan teom et +2 ,besostdo evar niegenick Soe mind errs | 


stOvL «gd .l .Loe dette sae: (,eteet 300s ia ae i ‘ 
-I¢ ,I .fov ,.tfo .Gdo ,oxXsel. 2048.40 .delmetst V.A DO ae sy | 
TYEL | 

oer out Ho tow cat to «JO ev eet ey i 

SiS +t <stuerst ..A a 08 fi 


82 


“proba bly correct, to assign this gris terine volahuet 
Jehoraenine The oracle predicts the downfall of the king and 
the complete exile of Judah. 
In 13:20-27 we have a long poetic oracle which probably 
comes from en early period in Jehoiakim's reign. °@ Tt tera 
picture of an enemy, Babylon, coming from the North to Judah 
because of its many sins. 
14:11-18 gives us a picture of Yahweh forbidding the pro- 
phet to pray for his people because He is determined to punish 
the land by sword and famine. Some see in this oracle a re- 
flection of the situation after Megiddo, but it is more likely 
that it comes after the fall of Jerusalem to Nebuchadrezzar. © 
If 15:1-4 are genuine, °4 they continue the same line of thought 4 
15:5-9 is an orecle which probably comes from the years 
following 601 B.C. when detachments from the Chaldean army and 
troups from the surrounding nations were pilleging and destroy- 
ing the country, but before the actual siege head commenced. © 
It tells of the destruction of Jerusalem and its people because 
they have cast off Yahweh, and ends: 
""And the rest of them will I give to the sword 
before their enemies,' 
is the oracle of the Lord." 

A prose oracle in 16:5-9 repeats to us in terms that have 

Peake, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 196f. 
“Ami thy ds. M. Po, ope eit., pp. Loar. 

Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 216. 

Qestioned by Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 217; held genuine, 


except for 4b, by Peake, op. cit., pp. 206f. 
Lofthouse, op. cit., Dp. 124f,. 
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now grown familier, the threat of exile because "your fathers 
forsook me and ran after other gods," while you have "behaved 
worse than your fathers." 

Punishment by an enemy is again predicted in 18:17, the 
last verse of a poetic oracle. Here Yahweh will scatter Israel 
before the enemy on the day of their doom in just the same way 
as men flee for shelter from the sirocco of the desert. ° 


One of the most interesting passages showing that Jeremiah 


thinks of war as used of Yahweh for the purpose of inflicting 


because a plot has been leid against him for defying the lead- 
ers of the community. Upon discovering the plot, the prophet 
makes a bitter plea for vengeance. He pleads that Yahweh shall 
not pardon their guilt, but shall punish them end their house- 
holds with wa nT This from the man who has sometimes been 
thought of as the first "conscientious objector!" 

Baruch, Jeremiah's Boswell, gives us, in 19:1-9, the ac- 
count of the symbolic prophecy where Jeremiah took a clay flask 
and, breaking it, predicted that Judah and Jerusalem should fal 


to their enemies because of their apostasy. °° | 


| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

punishnent is found in 18:18-23. Here Jeremiah is complaining 
| 

| Another incident, likewise reported for us by Baruch, and 
taking place in the reign of Jehoiakim, seems to have taken 
Place directly after the breaking of the flask. Jeremiah 

86: Feake,icm.. it. «iol. iL, (ps) .2353. 


87 Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 92. 
88 Robingon, of. cht., BP. 210. 
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arrested. When the priest released him from the stocks the 
next morning, Jeremiah, with emotion which had doubtless been 
growing during the uncomfortable night, turned upon him and 


renamed him "Terror-on-every-side." Then he proceeded to give 


meaning to this name by telling the Priest thet he, his friends 
the entire population, and the treasures of the city would be 
carried off to Babylon. Lofthouse thinks thet this oracle, 20: 


1-6, was, chronologically, the first mention which Jeremiah 
89 


/ made of Babylon. 


An orecle against an unnamed king occurs in 22:6-9. The: 
first two verses of this oracle are in poetry and there is no 
reason to question their Jeremienic authorship, though its pre- 
cise date cannot be determined. The prose addition, on the 
other hand, is generally regarded as a late insertion.2° The 
authentic oracle warns that the house of the king will be made 
as “a desert, as an uninhabited city," because Yahweh "will 
bring destrovers." 

Along with the oracles against rulers in chapter 22, there 
is one, 20-23, against some women, most likely Nehushtan, moth- 
er of Jehoiachin. 27+ Because she has failed to listen to the 
warnings in times of prosperity, and because of all her wicked- 
ness, she shall see all her friends and neighbors driven into 
89 Lofthouse, op. cit., Pp. 120. 

90 Robinson, op. cit., Pp. 212; and Peake, op. cit., Pp. 252. 
91 Robinson, op. cits, p. 213. Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 224, 


makes this oracle part of the following one, and holds that 
it is addressed si ae edly Jehoiachin. 
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The fate of Conish, or Jehoiachin, is announced in 22:24- 


There are two oracles here, the first, in Prose, 24-27, 


announces that the king, together with his mother, will be 


| turned over to Nebuchadrezzar, king of Babylon, and that both 
of them shall die in exile. The poetic oracle, 28-30, repeats 
this threat, and adds that Jehoiachin shall die childless, with 
no successor to sit upon the throne.of Judah. 7° 
Much critical discussion is raised by the long oracle con- 
tained in 25:1-14. This is not the place to go into a detailed 
discussion of the critical problems involved. Sufficient it is 


for us to say that most critics recognize a large Jeremianic 


element in it. Bewer recognizes as genuine belber? Lo fthouse 


accepts 1-10.24 Peake rejects verses 4, 7, 1lb, 12, 1l3c, and 
14,72 George Adam Smith accepts .as genuine 1-11 and perhaps 
13a.7° This oracle is dated in the year 605 B.C., the year in 


which Nebuchadrezzar defeated Egypt at Charchemish. In it the 
prophet repeats the charge that his people have refused for 
twenty-three years, certain now that the Chaldeans were the 
Northern enemies that he had announced so long and that Nebu- 
chadrezzar was Yahweh's servant who by war and exile would pun- 
ish Judah for its disobedience.?! 

92 Peake, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 258f. 
93 Bewer, op. cit., pr. 154f. 

94 Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 128. y 
95 Paske, ory e182, Wot. Tl, pp. 3ff. 


96 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 179. 
97 Loc. cit.; and Bewer, loc. cit. 
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| Jerusalem, but more especially, the king and his line, because 
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Another account coming from 605 B.C., the year of the fall 


of Egypt at Charchemish, is found in chapter 36. This is the 
story of the writing of the scroll and the reading of it, both 
in the temple and before the king, who burned it. The verses 
that interest us are 29-31, for they tell us that the roll 
announced the destruction of the land by the king of Babylon. 


These verses then threaten again the destruction of Judeh and 


they have refused to listen. There are difficulties connected 
with this Passage, and it is rejected by Duhm and others, but 
the fact that the prophecy was not literally fulfilled tells 
against the view that it is an editorial insertion. 2° 

We turm now from the oracles of the years between the 
Scythian threat and the siege, and examine those passeges com- 
ing from the time of the Chaldean siege which reveal that the 
Prophet considered war as a punishment from the Lord. The 
first such passage is 21:1-10. This account comes from the be- 
ginning of the siege. The king sends a delegation to Jeremiah 
asking for the word of Yahweh. Jeremiah answers to the effect 
that the city and king shall fall into the hands of Nebuchad- 
rezzar, Yahweh himself fighting on the side of the enemy. 

A second oracle against Zedekiah, this time not sought by 
the king, but evoked by the progress of the Chaldean arms, is 


found in 34:1-7. Its genuineness is supported by the 


98 Peake; op. “e€its,vol. II, p. 159. 
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unfulfilled promise of a peaceful death for Zedekieh, 7? though 


this promise in its original form was most likely contingent 
upon the unconditional surrender of the king.t°° ‘the main 
Point of this oracle is the same as we have found so often, 
tne city is being given by Yahweh into the hand of the king of 
Babylon. 

' Coming from the period of the temporary lifting of the 
Siege is 34:8-22, of which verses 20-22 especially concern our 
Study. During the siege the slaves had been released in ac- 

leordance with the long neglected law, but with the lifting of 


the siege the slaves were again pressed into service, with the 


result that Yahweh will give the land to the enemies, who will 
destroy and make desolate the cities of Judah, OL 

From this same Period comes 37:1-10, which is an account 
of the deputation sent by the king to the prophet. The latter 
warns that the relief is but temporary, and thet the Chaldeans 
are returning to destroy the city. Of this oracle, verses 1 
a 2 are probably editorial, and there are editorial touches 


throughout, but on the whole it is trustworthy, + 


Because of a charge of desertion, Jeremiah found himself 


under arrest, at which time the king came to him, this time 


personally. This interview is reported in 37:17-21. In answer 


to the king's question, "Is there any word from the Lord?," 


99 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 269. 

100 Peake, op. €it., wol. TI, p. 1356; see also Smith, J. M. P., 
op. “eit sc, BPs *155f. 

101 @mite, rd. Sys. op. e1t., ps. 154. 

102 Peake; eP? eft?, vol. II, pp. 160f. 
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emiah replies "You shall be given into the hand of the king 


of Babylon." 
Another passage which distinctly shows that Jeremiah 


thought of Yahweh as responsible for the giving of the city to 


| the king of Babylon is found in 32:1-5. This passage purports 


to represent the situation in the last year of the siege. It 
Pictures, however, our Prophet in Prison because of the king, 
while in all other places the king is as friendly to the pro- 
Phet as he dare be, the real source of Jeremiah's imprisonment 
being the nobles. Therefore most scholers agree that this pas- 
sage must be regarded as an editorial supplement . 19 

We have here surveyed thirty-seven oracles, the great ma- 
jority of which can with confidence be attributed to Jeremiah. 
These oracles have come from all phases of his career, from the 
time of the Scythian threat, from the intervening years, and 
from the time of the fall of Jerusalem at the hand of Babylon. 
All of these oracles have had one characteristic. The prophet 
has thought of the war, captivity, or exile which he has pro- 
nounced as the just punishment of Yahweh upon an apostate Ppeo- 
ple. It is true, especially in the early years, that Jeremiah 


often thought of Yahweh's punishment as coming by some means 
terpretation to these early years, 104 says that the prophet's 
favorite description of doom is that of an invading and 


105 Ibid), vols -il, p. 115; and Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, op. 
eit2; Pp. 286. 


| 104 Supra, pp. 75f. 
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‘ drresistible army.l°> After the fall of Nineveh, Jeremiah is 


unwavering in his conviction that Babylon is Yahweh's chosen 


106 In one in 


instrument for the punishment of His people. 
, Stance we saw our prophet actually go so far as to pray Yahweh 

: to Punish his own personal enemies by war, LOT an extreme to 

| which no other literary prophet went, so far es our record is 

| preserved. We see, therefore, that in Jeremiah's thought there 
(4s nothing inconsistent about a God who uses war to execute His 
wrath. As with the other prophets, national peace must then be! 
| for Jeremiah a divine blessing contingent upon the will of | 
Yahweh. | 
i Not only did Jeremiah think of Yahweh as using war to pun- 
| ish Judah, but like Amos, Isaieh, and Zephaniah, he thought 

i that war was also used of God to punish foreign nations. The 
| first passage showing this aspect of the prophet's thought is 


| 25:15-38. Here we have a long parable where the prophet is 


| compelled by Yahweh to take a "wine cup of wrath" from the hand 


| of Yahweh and make certain nations drink of it “because of the 


sword which I am sending ameng them." This passage raises 


serious critical Problems, and has been denied by such scholars 


108 


as Schwally, Giesebrecht, and Duhm, +09 largely on the basis | 


} of comparison with the LXX, that it is inconsistent with some 


, of Jeremiah's earlier oracles, and that it contains traces of 


1905 Welch, ‘op. cit ., bp. 98. 

\ 106 Calkins, Raymond, Jeremiah the Prophet, pp. 307f. 
| 307, -Gupm,; Dp. €5. 

| 1O8 -Cited by Peake, op. cit., vol. II, pp. 5f. 

' 109 Cited by Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 182. 
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‘later style and sue aii. It seems better, however, to recog- 
| 
‘nize with Peake and George Adam Smith that the passage is 

“pesed on a genuine element which has undergone editorial expan- 
110 


h 
| PA ORe The latter thinks that the nations which were includ- 


\ed in the original were Judah, Egypt, Askalon, Gaza, Ekron, the 


‘remnant of Ashdod, Dedan, Tema, Buz, “and their clipt neighbours) 


in Arabia," all of whom were affected by the Chaldean terror. tt 
| Most of the oracles against foreign nations found in our 
[book of Jeremiah are gathered together in chapters 46-51. 


rere oracles have been the center of a considerable amount of 


lcont roversy. The last, on Babylon, 50:1-51:58, is now almost 


oc denied to have any Jeremianic pasis,!+© All of 
ee heave been denied to Jeremiah by Stade, Wellhausen, and 
Duhnm. ot The oracle against Egypt is contained in chapter 46. 
‘The first 12 verses of this orecle are accepted as substentially 


‘genuine by Peake, 114 Eiselen, 115 and Bewer, 116 Chapter 47 is 


devo ted to an oracle on the Philistines and is accepted as | 
having a Jeremianic basis by most of those who recognize a 
Jeremtentc nucleus in this section of the book. 117 A very long 


| 
ia on Moab is found in chapter 48. The very length of this 


| 
| 
110 Peake, op. cit., vol. II, Pp. 6; and Smith, G. A., loc. cit. 
qi Satth, Ge As, toe. cit. 
12. Bewer, op. cit., Pp. 155; Hiselen, op. cit., p. 273; and 
: Peakeoop. cit., vol. II, p. 212. | 
43 Stade, Wellhausen, and Duhm as cited by Peake, loc. cit. 
> 114, Peake, op. cit., vol. II, p. 214. 
15 Eiselen, loc. cit. 
(116 Bewer, loc. cit. | 


iL fay Feenea, oP. ott. , vol. IL, Dp. 225; Bewer, loc. cit.; and 
H Eigelen, loc. cit. 
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questionabie, > though Peake and Eiselen both feel that it 
has a genuine nucleus.!+? Chapter 49 contains oracles against 
Ammon, Edom, Damascus, Arab tribes, and Elam. Like the others, 


these oracles have all been subject to considerable expansion, 
120 


{ 
i 
H 
| but are believed by many scholers to have genuine nucleuses. 
i 
| Most, if not all, of the genuine material in these orecles 

| against the nations date from the fourth year of Jehoiakim, the 
year of the battle of Carchemish.+@1 Certainly a most natural 
time for Jeremiah to announce Nebuchadrezzar as Yahweh's agent 
| against the nations. 

| 

Baruch has preserved for us, 23:9-13, the story of a sym- 
' polic prophecy in which Jeremiah announces that Yahweh is send- 
| ing Nebuchadrezzar to punish and purge the land of Egypt. This 
| prophecy against Egypt is not open to the same critical doubts 
| we have reviewed. -2° 

iy This review of Jeremiah's utterances against foreign na- 

| tions has shown us that while there is much controversy as to 

| 

| just how much of the material originated with Jeremiah, we may 
say with some confidence that Jeremiah thought of Yahweh as 


| 118 Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 49; and Peake, op. cit., vol. II, 
Bp. 226. 

| 119 Peake, op. cit., vol. II, pp. 226f.; and Eiselen, loc. cit 
' 120 The summary of critical opinion on these passages is best 
presented by Peake, op. cit., vol. II, pp. 239f., 242f., 

i e48f., 250, and 252. 

22h BBL das De tes. 

| 122 Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 176; Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 
ST1. 
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} as have been the other Prophecies against foreign nations which 
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| using war not only to punish Judah, but also to punish foreign 
t 


' nations. This supports the conclusion which we reached after 
| surveying the Pronouncements of war upon Judah. Jeremieh 
| thinks of national peace as a divine blessing contingent upon 


. the will of Yahweh. 


| Like Hosea end Isaiah, Jeremiah adopted an “isolationist 
Policy" in that he wes strongly opposed to foreign alliances. 
The first passage reflecting this point of view is 2:18: 

| "Now whet business have you on the road to Egypt, 

| To drink the water of the Nile? 

Or whet business have you on the road to Assyria, 

To drink the water of the River?" 

| The prophet here is not condemning the turning to foreign gods 

| so much as he is condemning Political alliances, though these 

| Political alliances, to the prophet, represented distrust of 

Yahweh. 1°? 

The same essential message is repeated in 2:36-57, where, 

added to the condemnation of the seeking of alliance with Egypt 

and Assyria, is the prediction that it shall result in exile | 

those nations. t24 


After the defeat of Egypt at Carchemish in 605 B.C. there 


seems to have been a tendency to seek an alliance with Babylon, | 
proeinet which Jeremiah protested in 4:30. The passage in which | 
| verse 30 is now found is one of the Scythian Songs, but this | 
ae does not suit the Scythians, and is generally thought to | 


? 


“be the Babylonians. Though Judah woos Babylon, it is about to 
| 


| 123 Smith, H. P., op. cit., p. 170. 
| 124 Robinson, op. cit., Pp. 202. 
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| become her tyran 
| 


A very similar passage is found in 13:21. Judah has wasted 


| her time trying to woo Babylon for her friend, for that Power is 


‘soon to be set over them. This passage, likewise, probably 


| 


‘comes from the reign of Jehoiakin, after 605 B.c,126 


f 

| After Judah became subject to Babylon, however, Jeremiah 
i 
| opposed those foreign elliances which were proposed in an 


‘attempt to regain freedom. His attitude here is best seen in 


chapters 27 end 28, which relete the symbolic prophecy of the 
| 

Wearing of the yoke. During the reign of Zedekiah, in 593 B.C., 
i . 

| there was @ movement to combine the states of Edom, Moab, Ammon, 


‘Tyre, Sidon, and Judah ina league against Babylon. Represente-!| 


5 
1 
i 


itives of these nations were gathered in Jerusalem to bring 


Zedekiah into the alliance. Fublic oPinion seems to have been 
i 


| 
| 
divided, but a very strong group headed by the priesthood and 

‘the Prophetic group represented by Hananiah, seem to have haa: 
ea the alliance. +t? Jeremiah appeared wearing 2 yoke and char- 
)eed whatever nations would not put their necks under the yoke of 


[Babylon would be destroyed by Babylon. Hananiah, claiming to 


‘speak also for Yahweh, broke the yoke, predicting that the yoke 


‘of Babylon would so be broken within two years, but the next day 


7 


| 
| 
\Jeremiah again reiterated his prophecy, this time wearing a yoke 
| 
| 


| 
lof iron. 
D 

/ [125 Smith, G A., Jeremiah, p. 117; and Peake, op. cit., vol. I 
p. 125. 
1126 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, Ps 213; and Peake, op. cit., vol. I 
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alliances was his advocacy of desertion to the enemy during the 
Siege. This is first seen in 21:1-10128 where in an interview 
with the king at the opening of the siege Jeremiah tells the 
king thet there is before him a way of life and a way of death, 
and that the former is by surrendering to the Chaldeans. He 
that stays in the city shall die, but he who surrenders shall 
live. 

As we have already noted, it is quite probable that the 
Promise of a peaceful death for Zedekiah, contained at the 
close of the oracle found in 34:1-7, was originally conditional 
upon his surrender to Babylon. 129 

‘That Jeremiah's advocacy of desertion was well known is 
suggested by the fact that, during the temporary lifting of the 
siege when Jeremiah found it necessary to leave the city to 
look after some Property, he was arrested at the gate under the 
charge thet he was deserting to the enemy, +39 The account of 
this incident is preserved in 37:11-16. 


The command to desert to the Chaldeans is again given in 
38:2, an oracle spoken while Jeremiah was confined in the guard- 
court. This verse has been questioned by Duhm and Cornill, but 
George Adam Smith, after citing their objections, effectively 
argues for the genuiness of the verse,~ 1 
128 Supra, p. 86. 
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130 Smith, G. A., Jeremiah, p. 40. 
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In the secret interview with the king cab kek any 38: Ae 


22, we find Jeremiah again urging the king to surrender to the 
Chaldeans on the plea thet it is the only escape from destruc- 
4 tion. 


There have been those modern pacifists who have called 


Jeremiah one of their own because of his isolationist policy 


and because of his advocacy of allegiance to Babylon and of his 
refusal to support the war even after the city was besieged. 
We have seen, however, that Jeremiah believed in war as divine 
punishment either upon Judah or upon foreign nations, and hence 
it is erroneous to think of him as @ pacifist. His distrust in 
these normal methods of defense wes really based on his belief 
that war was the act of Yahweh, for he held that these means of 
defense were ineffective because the invading agent was 
Yahweh's agent, and the only salvation lay in a returm to Him. 
When we look for Jeremiah's thought concerning Peace and 
the future, we find that there is but one passage of messianic 
Significance, 23:5-6, and that its authorship is questioned. 
Skinner says thet evidence for its authenticity is about evenly 
divided, but that its form and its subdued colors are not in- 
consistent with the way in which Jeremiah elsewhere depicts the 
future blessedness of Isree1. 19> Peake, after telling us that 
it is denied to Jeremiah by Duhm, Volz, Marti, and others, and 
} claimed for him by Giesebrecht, Rothstein, and Cornill, accepts 
it as authentic.155 the picture of the Messiah which Jeremiah 


132 Skinner, Prophecy and Religion, pp. 311ff. 
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warrior king, but of a pious miler 


gives us is 
who maintains righteousness and is the mediator of divine secur 
ity to his people. !34 

Concerning the non-messianic pictures of the future, 
Houghton has said that some of the most beautiful ideals of the 
perfect state are Jeremiah's, and cites 31:10-14; 32:38-41; and 
31:23,25.15° we might also add that chapters 30 and 33 are 
likewise concerned with the future, but were probably left out 
by Houghton because of their doubtful authenticity which we 
will discuss later. 

The picture of the future state found in 31:10-14, however, 
is denied to our prophet by most authorities because of its 
marks of relationship to Deutero-Isaiah and the post-exilic 
pertease2® : 

The passege cited by Houghton from chapter 32 would seem to 
us to begin with verse 37 instead of verse 38. This passage, 
32:37-41, is taken by Peake to refer back to the New Covenant 
and he accepts it as from Jeremiah. 1?! This passage tells us o 
the return of Judah from exile and of the people living in se- 
curity because they are following Yahweh's everlasting covenant. 

The third passage which Houghton accepts, 31:25,25, is a 
Prophecy of restoration to Judah. It pictures a restored pros- 
perity. The passage is highly questionable, being denied to the 
134 Skinner, op. ecit., pp. 318f. 
155 Hotghton; ob. ‘city, pp. :319f. 


356 WelenjYep. e946: ,°RP. S26f.; Peake, op. cit., vol. II, p. 88 
E57 FGake, eS c£t3; Wol. II, p. 125. 
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“prophet by Peake, who is ordinarily 


oF 


ly rether conservative in his 
deniais.12® 

Promises of return and security are found in chapter 30, 
but the whole chapter is very questionable. Lofthouse accepts 
it as basically genuine, 199 Welch rejects 12-17, 240 Peake, 
after a careful consideration of critical opinion, rejects the 
whole chapter, - = and we are inclined to agree with him. If it 
is accepted, it paints a picture of Judah and Israel returned, 
living in freedom, security, and Prosperity. 

Chavter 31, outside the two passages discussed above, is 
lergely concerned with the future. The whole of this chapter 


142 Welch 


is accepted by Lofthouse as essentially Jeremianic. 
accepts all except 7-14 and 35-37,143 Peake accepts 2-6, 15- 
22, and 31-34,144 Again we are impressed with the care of 
Peake's analysis and are inclined to accept his opinion as cor- 
rect. 

2-6 is a prophecy of return for Isreel. Its essential 
elements are the Prosperity of the vineyards and the worship of 
Yahweh on Zion. 

15-22 tells of the repentence of Ephraim and of his restor- 
ation, but it gives no hint of the condition of the restored 
community. 
13S. Toid«5: Baa9 
159 ‘Lotuhouse, oP. ¢it., DP. 213. 

140 Welch, op. cit., pp. 226f. 
14. Beake, ans c#e., wwols Diy pp. 68ff. 
142 Lofthouse, loc. cit. 


145 Welch, loc. cit. 
14a Beake, op..e@tt., vol. II, pp. 80ff. 
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ite New Covenant. 
It pictures 4.time when Isreel and Judeh shall live with the 
law of Yahweh written on their hearts. They shall all know the 
Lord, and sin will be no more. Such a state would be a com- 
Plete utopie if it could ever be realized. 

Chapter 33 is concerned almost entirely with pictures of 
restoration, but, except for 4-9, it is rejected by Peake, 145 
and by Welch and Lofthouse without reservation, 146 

We see from this review that any statement in regard to 
Jeremiah's thought concerning the midis rests on very question 
able passages, but we are probably justified in saying that he 
thought of peace in the future as resting upon a return to 
Yahweh under the New Covenant and thet this peace would be mark 
ed by security, righteousness, and Prosperity. There seems to 
be no mention of Isreel's relation to other nations in this fu- 
ture, except that Israel is to be free politically. It is pri- 
marily the picture of a well-ordered commonwealth enjoying the 


blessing of Yahweh. 


V. Ezekiel 1-24 
Having discussed in our introduction!*” the critical basis 
for including Ezekiel 1-24 in a study of pre-exilic prophets, 
we turn our attention first to those passages in which our pro- 
Phet, who, from our point of view, was a contemporary of 
145 Tbid., Wak. TES pp. Leer. 
146 Welch, op. cit., p. 251; and Lofthouse, op. cit., Pp. 176; 


also see supra, Pp. 69. 
147 Supre.,* Pp. vii. 
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Jeremiah in Jerusalem, uses the word shelom. The first use of 
this term occurs in 7:25, 148 This verse occurs in the last of 
la series of five orecles of doom upon Jerusalem. The picture 


of the turning over of Jerusalem to the destruction of the ene- 


my has been given: 

“Therefore I will bring in the worst of the nations, 

and they shall take possession of their houses; I 

will also silence the stronghold on which they prided 

themselves, and their sanctuaries shell be profaned. 

Panic shall come; and they shall seek peace, but in 

vain." 

The whole context here suggests that peace is here being con- 
trasted not only to war, but also to the general state of panic 
which has grown up out of the wer. 

The only other Place where the term is used in the pre- 
exilic portion of our prophet is in chapter 13, where it occurs 
twice, in verses 10 and 16,149 The use of the term here is in 
relation to the message of the false Prophets, end the phrese in 
which it occurs in verse 10 is parallel with thet of Jeremiah 6: 
14, except that the latter repeats shalom.+ 2° The meaning of 
the term here, as we found in Jeremieh, is welfare. The false 
‘Prophets have been prophesying peace, welfare, prosperity, while 
in reality Yahweh is about to let loose his fury upon Jerusalen. 
The idea of safety and security was essential to and involved in 
the idea of welfare. Freedom from war is, then, he re implied, 


but it is a negative aspect of what is here essentially a. posi- 


tive concept. 


L483 Young,. oP... cit... P.. 736. 
149 Loc. cit. 
150 Supra, P. 67. 
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Thus we find that in the 


two instances in which we have 
the term shalom used by Ezekiel, he used it with the identical 
thought held by his predecessors. It is used primarily to de- 
Signate a state of well-being and Prosperity, of which freedom 
from panic and from war are important, but negative, aspects of 
@ great Positive ideal. 

We now turn to those passages in which we lear of the pro 
Phet's thought concerning war. Like his predecessors, Ezekiel 
thought of Yahweh coming to destroy Jerusalem. The pre-exilic 


imaterial is practically all of this nature, and much of it pic- 


tures the destruction as coming through war. The first such 
passage is 4:1-3. This is an account of a symbolic prophecy of 
the siege of Jerusalem in which the prophet built up a miniature 
Siege against a tracing of the city of Jerusalem which he had 
made on a clay brick. 

The second such symbolic prophecy is reported in 4:4-17. 
This pictures the prophet lying on his side and eating scant ra- 
tions, symbolic of the siege of Jerusalem, and eating unclean 
food, symbolic of the exile. Parts of this passage are open to 
question, verse 6 being questioned by Herntricht>t and verse 7 
152 


by Cornill. Hither of these verses can be omitted, however, 


without seriously affecting this account so far as it concerns 
our problem. The account clearly shows that Ezekiel expected 
ahweh to punish Jerusalem by wer and exile. 


51 Herntrich, as cited by Harford, op. cit., p. 30. 
52 Cornill, as cited by Lofthouse, Ezekiel, p. 78. 
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this passage we have the dividing of the hair into three parts, 
symbolizing the destruction of the people of Jerusalem by the 
Siege, the sword, and the exile. 

In the remainder of chapter 5 we have the first of a serie 
of five prophecies consequent upon the three symbolic actions 
mentioned above. These verses, 5-17, have been rejected by 


LSS 


Herntrich, but are accepted by those who follow the older 


154 If these verses are accepted, they simply reinforce 


view. 
the message of the symbolic prophecies, predicting the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem by famine, siege, and exile because of her 


Sins. 


6:1-10 gives us the second of the series of five Prophecies 
mentioned above. This passage announces the destruction of the 
mountians and, almost incidentally, the cities of the land by 
war. The emphasis here is placed primarily upon the mountains, 
since they were the places of worship and the reason for the de 
struction here Pronounced is the apostasy of the people. Verses 
8-10 add to the threat of war that of exile, but these verses 
are not accepted by Herntrich. 12> 

The third prophecy of this series is found in 6:11-14. 
This passage is denied to Ezekiel by Hernt rich, 12° but is ac- 
cepted by those who follow the more conventional view, though 
153 Herntrich, as cited by Harford, loc. cit. 

154 Redpath, op. cit., pp. 22f.; Cooke, op. cit., pp. 58ff.; 
and Lofthouse, op. cit., po. 81ff. 


155 Herntrich, as cited by Harford, loc. cit. 
156 Loc. cit. 
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| passages. 1°! If the passage is accepted, it is simply a reca- 


Pitulation of the charge of apostasy and threat of punishment 
[by war found in 6:1-10. 

The last passege of this series which concerns us‘is 7:5= 
|27. The passage is difficult, having been accepted by Herntric 
but only as “hopelessly corruvt."158 verses 5-13 are especially 
difficult, because of the way in which they echo one another, 
and are held by Cooke to be a group of short oracles on the im- 
mediacy of the doom which have been iieaktoa to preface the more 
detailed passage in 14-27,159 The latter part of the oracle de- 
tails the siege, the slaying with the sword of him who is in the 
open field, and the death of those in the city from the famine 
and pestilence which attend the siege. The prophecy closes wit 


an announcement of the Profaning and looting of the temple, and 


ja deseription of the panic which shall prevail in the city. 


Though the intervening passages are not free from tHreat of 
pantéhment, the next passage which sees punishment coming by war 
‘0 aa it dean thet in ancient) duaah, as today, a buila- 
ing boom was taken to indicate a feeling of Prosperity and se- 
curity. Ezekiel comes upon a group of twenty-five "nealtors" at 
the city gate Planning to build houses, and proceeds to predict 
the destruction of the city by the sword. Of this passage 
157 .Lofthouse, op. cit., p. 573; see also ere oP. 61 t.),’ "P. 

58; and Cooke, op. cit., pp. 71f. 


158 Herntrich, as cited by Harford, loc. cit. 
359); Cooke, oP. elite, Ps. TS. 
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makes little essential difference, since the verses that he 


omits only make more explicit the punishment and tell us that it 
iis coming because they have not obeyed the statutes of Yahweh. 

The first of the two prophecies predicting exile by symbol- 
ic action is recorded in 12:1-16. The prophet is commanded to 
dig a hole through the wall end carry out his baggage as one go- 
ing into exile, as an omen that those who are saved from the - 
sword, famine, and pestilence shall be carried into Babylon. 

A second prophecy of the same nature, also accompanied by 
symbolic action is preserved in 12:17-20. Here we are told that 
the desolation, which is to come to all the inhabited cities, is 
the result of the lawlessness of the land. The eating of bread 
with quaking and the drinking of water with anxiety is symbolic 
of the famine and distress that will ensue upon the captivity.- 

In 14:12-23 we find the pronouncement thet the sin of 
Jerusalem is such that even though Noah, Daniel, end Job, three 
Symbols of righteousness, were in it, it could not be saved. 
Four possible methods of punishment are mentioned, sword, famine 
ild beasts, and pestilence. In each case the result would be 
he same, the destruction would be complete, and only the right- 
eous themselves would be saved. 
A long allegory of Jerusalem as an unfaithful spouse is 
® found in chapter 16. The portion of this allegory which here 
interests us is 35-43, for here Yahweh is pictured as bringing 


60 Herntrich, as cited by Harford, loc. cit. 
61 Redpath, op. cit., pp. 54f. 
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punishment by War: 

"I will hand you over to your lovers ...; they shall 

bring an assemblage of people against you, who shall 

stone you and slash you with their swords; and they 

shall burn your houses, and execute judgments upon 

you. Si oo" 

The allegory of the eagles and the vine, end its interpre- 
tation, is found in 17:1-24. The first eagle is the king of 
Babylon, who had established Zedekiah on the throne, and the 
second eagle is Egypt, to whom Zedekiah had appealed, an act 
which was certain to bring down the vengance of Babylon. The 
interpretation of the allegory, which is in prose, has been re- 
garded as secondary bh Hélscher, but it is more reasonable to 
treat the Passage as a whole. ©? The essence of the prophet's 
message here is that Judah must go into exile in Babylon because 
he has broken his covenant by appealing to Egypt. The prophet 


sees this not so much as the punishment of Babylon for the vio- 


lation of what we would think of as a treaty, but as the punish- 


ment of Yahweh for the violation of His covenant. 


As it now stands, chapter 19 contains two poems of lament 


'for the Royal princes. The second poem, verses 10-14, is denied 


to Ezekiel by H81ischer!© and, while held genuine, is placed 


after the exile by Cooke. 1&4 Either of these views places the 
second poem outside our consideration. The first Poem, which 
comes from the general period 592-1 B.C., is concerned with the 
fate of Jehoahaz and Jehoiachin. The mother, contrery to the 
162: “Gotke; on.clt., prs LSlf. 


163 Hdlscher, as cited by Cooke, op. cit., Pp. 205. 
164 Cooke, loc. cit. 
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general view, 1s Judah personified.'©5 mnile it is true that 
Jehoahaz was led to Egypt as a result of the clamor of the na- 
tions against him, and that Jehoiachin was led to Babylon under 
the same circumstances, the wars are simply refered to as his- 
toric facts in the poem, and there is nothing to tell us.how the 
prophet regarded them. What does interest us here is that in 
the case of both princes the prophet lauds them because 


"He learmmed to catch the prey, 
mankind he devoured." 


In the case of the second, this is expanded to 
"He ravaged their palaces, 
and their cities he laid waste; 
The land was awed and all who were in it, 
at the sound of his roaring." 
It is clear that rather then condemning war, our Prophet is here 
lauding the princes for their aptitude in the art. 
While most probably written as separate oracles, 20:45-21: 
32 is concerned with the same subject, fire and sword, and may 
best be considered as a unit. The passage opens, 20:45-48, with 
a prose account of a divine command given to Ezekiel to face the 
south and to prophecy destruction by fire against the forest 
land of the south. The prophet complains that already he is 
spoken of as a "maker of allegories." In answer to this con- 
Plaint, the prophet is told, 21:1-7, to Prophesy against 
Jerusalem to the effect that Yahweh has unsheathed his sword 
against all flesh from south to north. This is followed by the 


"Song of the Sword," 21:8-17, 2 moving Poetic outburst in which 


165 Loc. cit. 
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the Prophet pictures something of the havoe which the sword will 
\ 
mare. The next passage, 21:18-27, identifies this sword with 


the sword of the king of Babylon, and tells of the capture of 


‘Jerusalem because of "your flagrant transgressions." This is 
‘followes by a passage in which the same sword is unsheathed a- 
‘gainst the Ammonites, 21:28-32, but this passage, while it may 
be from Ezekiel, is best taken as coming from after the fall of 
Jerusalem, 1° 

Another allegory is found in chapter 23, Where Samaria and 
Jerusalem are represented as two adulterous sisters. The pas- 
sage of this allegory which interests us is 22-27, because in it 
six different nations are pictured as coming against Jerusalem in 
war because of the Political coquetry in which she has induldged. 

It is most interesting to note the reaction of the prophet 
on the day that the Babylonians invested Jerusalem. This record 
is contained for us in 24:1-14. On that day Yahweh gave to the 
Prophet an allegory in which Jerusalem was compared to a filthy 
Pot Which could not be cleansed. Therefore Yahweh is now going 
to expend his fury upon Jerusalem, ana will not relent until it 
is punished in accordance with its ways. Ezekiel, judging from 
this passage, must have thought of the invasion as the wrathful, 
but justified, punishment of Yahweh. 

This review has shown us that there is for Ezekiel no ques - 
tioning of the morel rectitude of the punishment which Babylon 
166 Cooke, op. cit., Pp. 226. Note that Lofthouse, op. cit., DP. 

185, who cites Davidson and Kraetzechmar as favoring a date 


after 586 B.C. for this section, rejects this possition and 
dates it with the rest of the chapter,  __ 25 aes 
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is bringing upon Judah such as we found in Zephaniah.!67 Like 


Jeremiah, he thinks of war as the just punishment which Yahweh 
is bringing upon Judah and Jerusalem for its apostasy and its 
"harlotry." We find that, far from making any condemnation of 
War, in one place he actually commends two princes for their 
aptitude and skill in war. This is something that we have found 
in no other prophet, though the attitude toward wer which it 
reveals is not so far removed from that which Jeremiah revealed 
when he prayed for Yahweh to punish his personal enemies by 

war, 208 Ezekiel frequently referred to the sword, famine, and 
pestilence in the same passage, suggesting that war is for him 
in the same category as these other disasters which we of today 
think of as natural evils. All three were for Ezekiel methods 
by which Yahweh might violate, for punitive reasons, peace, 
which was for him equivalent to well-being. 

We have two passages in which Ezekiel protests military 
lliances with foreign powers. The first of these is found in 
17:1-24. In this passage Ezekiel protests the move to break the 
covenant under which Babylon had established Zedekiah by sending 
"Ambassadors to Egypt, asking for horses and a strong army." As 
we have already noted, this protest is based largely ona reli- 
gious, rather than a political, basis. It is not so much the 

reaking of the covenant with Babylon, or the sending to Egypt 
that is protested, as such, but it is that this act involves the 


67 Supra, p.° 66. 
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breaking of the covenant made with Yahweh, 169 
The second passage which protests political alliances is 
| found in 23:1-27. This passage, which is the allegory of the 
“two adulterous sisters, brings to our mind the allegory of chap- 


ct 
‘ter 16,179 put the seductions in thet passage were religious in 


‘mature, while here her ruin is definitely linked with political 
‘Ti 


alliances. Intrigues with Assyria, Chaldea, and Egypt are 


all mentioned, and as a result of these intrigues six nations 
| 
are pictured as coming against Jerusalem with military forces. 
| 


It seems clear from these passages that Ezekiel's protest 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|/ligious light. Isreel's one hope of peace lies in being the 


of foreign alliances is not based upon any “isolationist" poli- 


thee philosophy, but that he sees the whole situation ina re- 


} 
jtrue lover of Yahweh. After Babylon has been made Yahweh's pu- 
| 


ate of Yahweh. This is substantially the same view which we 
172 Isaiah, !?> 


nitive agent, and the vassalage of the nation had been sancti- 


fied by covenant, the breaking of that covenant incurred the 


ii 
| found in Hosea, and Jereniah.l!4 National peace 


| 
ifor the prophets is a blessing bestoyed upon the nation by 


Yahweh, and will be removed by Him for punitive purposes, there- 


Soa peace can be maintained only by a policy of complete trust 
| 
re Him and by righteous living. 


\169 Ibias. Da 105. 

|270 ipra. ,” Ds. 109. 

17) * Cpeke. UP Glia, Dp. 247. 
172 Supra, pp. 2if. 
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 GHAPTER IV. PROPHETIC IDEAS OF PEACE 

The pre-exilic prophetic thought concerning peace can be 
gathered around three great central ideas. The first of these 
is peace as a state of well-being, giving the broadest possible 
interpretation to this term. Thus this state of well-being in- 
volves the wholeness of the individual or the community, harmo- 
ny in communal relationships, blessing, Prosperity, and secur- 
ity. This, we discovered, was the essential meaning of the 
tern shalom.+ 

We discovered when examining shalom that this well-being 
might be versonal, as indicating a state of Physical health, * 
ora state of personal blessedness and prosperity. The term, 
however, is rarely used in this sense by our pre-exilic pro- 
Phets. In no case have we found it used to indicate personal 
health. The first use of it to indicate personal prosperity 
and blessedness was found in Micah, when he puts the term into 


4 Micah also used it ina per- 


the mouth of the false prophets. 
sonal sense to designate a harmonious relationship between the 
individual and the community.> The only other prophet to use 

' peace in this sense is Jeremiah, where he tells the exiles that 


their welfere is bound up with the welfare of the land of their 


estie:* 
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~@ae fact that we have little reference to peace in the per 


Sonal sense among the prophets is esactly what we should expect 
when we recall thet the prophets were primarily concerned with 


the community and the nation. They were religious leaders, and 


religion was communal end nationel rather than individual in the 
pre-exilic Period, no hint of individualism eppearing until the 
great Jeremiah. This fact would also lead us to expect to find 
a great deal in their thought about Deace as the well-being of 
the community, and such is the case. 

This is most apparent in their use of the term shalom. 
Without exception we find that the prophets who use this term 
use it Primarily to express the well-being of the community, 
leity, or state. / Throughout prophetic thought the essential 
elements of this state of communal well-being were material 
Prosperity, security, end freedom from war. 

The same view of peace is disclosed in the prophetic ora- 
cles which deal with war. War for the Drophets, we have discov- 
ered, was in the same class as famine and pestilence. It is an 
instrument which God uses to punish a People, and it is punitive 
because it interrupts the blessings of national well-being. © 

Perhaps the passages which best reveal the importance which 
the idea of peace as national well-being had in prophetic 
thought are the messianic passages. Thus in our first glimpse 
of the messianic ideal, in Hosea, we found that his ideal con- 


cept of peace was that of a state of well-being in which 
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prosperity was not marred even by beasts of prey, nor was it 


broken by war, and it was characterized by a sense of security 
which prevailed through the lena.? The same ideas mark the pic 
tures of the ideal future given to us by Isaianl? and Micah, t+ 
Zephaniah's picture of the future is essentially one of secur- 
ity and well-being. -* We find the same emphasis in Jeremiah, 
who, in more somber tones, Pictures the future as marked by 
security, righteousness, and prosperity.- 
The emphesis upon security as a part of Peace as well- 

being is held by Pedersen to be a peculiar emphasis of the pro - 
phets.-4 In our study of the meaning of shalom we found that 
it contained the idea of security, but that in old Israel this 
was limited to mutual security within the community and to vic- 
tory over ones enenies.!° In the prophets, however, we find 
only one instence where security is based upon military vic- 
tory. 7° In Jeremiah we once found war as horror contrasted to 
peace as security. !! The emphasis which the prophets make, 
especially in the messianic passages, is not on victory, but on 
quiet development. Perhaps the outstanding statement of this 
ig in Jeremiah's pronouncement of the New Covenant, where he 
Pictures the people living with the law of Yahweh written on 

D..  a 4.40: ten Be 
LO’. Pees Cit. 
11 Supra, Pp. 59. 
La: Ibid., ws Ges 
15, Laid. , Be; 98. 
14 Pedersen, op. cit., Pp. 32l. 
15 Supra, p. 4. 
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/ advance, we must, to be true to the facts, say that none of the 


LL 


| their: hearts, and sin ‘being a a thing of the past. 18 This empha - 


| 


sis upon security is one of the major contributions which the 
Prophets make to the thought of Peace. 

This leads us rather naturally to the second idea around 
which the prophetic thought concerning peace centered, namely, 
peace as the absence of war. Any consideration of this aspect 
of prophetic thought must be prefaced with the warning that we 
have seen that none of the prophets question wer itself. All 
of them recognize it as a fitting method for the visitation of 
divine wrath. The greatest contrast between the prophets on 
their attitude toward war is probably between Nahum and 
Habakkuk. Nahum represents the olé nationalistic school which 
rejoices in the idea that Yahweh is making Judah's cause His 
cause and is punishing the tyrant.+9 on the other hand is 
Habakkuk, who goes so far as to question the moral rectitude of 
a particular war, though any attempt to generalize from this 


fact would be fallacious.“° Even considering Habakkuk's great 


Prophets question the moral rectitude of wer itself. 

Yet, on the other hand, to be true to the facts we must 
also remember that in only two instances do the prophets give 
their explicit approval to war. Jeremiah once preyed for war 


a 


egainst his enemies, and Ezekiel once lauded the military 


19> Cpidiss PRs O5£. 
207° [pid pea G52 
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' prowess of two Drinces.<* 


| ' Perhaps Isaiah's theory of the in- 
violability of Jerusalen=> should be regarded as a tacit approv 
al of resistance to the siege, but over against this we have 

! his distrust of military resources and of foreign alliances. <4 | 
: We have recognized what we have called a nascent pacifism 
in the prophetic protest egainst trust in military Power. We 


26 and Isaiah.<! | 


| 

found such a protest made by Amos, “> Hosea, 
' Yet we must always remember that this Protest was based in the 
prophetic belief that war was sent of Yahweh, end that military 
i resistance was futile against His divine will. Peace could 


Come only through righteous living in accordance with Yahweh's 


will, and through full faith in Him. This is quite different 


from the basis of modern pacifism. 


| 

Throughout we have referred to the Prophetic protest 

| against foreign alliances as an “isolationist Policy." Foreign 
alliances were opposed by Hosea ,©° Isaiah, ©? Jeremiah,?° and 
Ezekiel. Yet, as we have constantly pointed out, in these 


| Passages the prophets differ from the modern “isolationist," in 


Foreign alliances are in the main opposed because they repre- 


| gent distrust in the ability of Yahweh to protect His people 


if 22 ibid. ; pp. 104f. 
| 230. Ipidoy py) 45< 

i 24 Tblds, ps 43, 

| 25 Ibid., pp. laf. 
| 26 Ibid., pp. 25f. 
| QpretpPas, tps tase 

| 28 Tbié,, pp. ete. 
li 29 Ibi as ’ pp. af. 
) 30 Ibid, Be 95. 

| 31 Ibid., p. 108. 


h that their theory was not primarily political but religious. 
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| and because they are futile if Yahweh has decided to punish His 


114 


people. Yet we suspect that keen Political as well es reli- 
gious insight Prompted Isaiah to protest Ahaz's appeal to 
Assyria and Jeremieh to protest Zedekiah's appeal to Egypt. 
Nevertheless, the prophets were primarily religious leaders, 
and only secondarily statesmen. 

Worthy of special mention is Jeremiah's advocacy of deser- 
tion to Babylon during the siege. If this incident stood by 
itself, Jeremiah could rightly be classed as a conscientious 


32 this is a misrepresentation 


objector, but, as we have seen, 
of our prophet. He advocated desertion only because the besie- 
gers were Yahweh's agents, and it was therefore futile to re- 
sist them. 

Perhaps the greatest emphasis on Peace as the absence of 


war is found in the messianic passages, but we are going to 


| leave these passeges for later consideration, confining oursel- 


ves here to the prophets’ thought concerning the world in which 
they lived rather than including the ideal world of which they 
dreamed. As we have said over and over egain in our survey of 
the prophetic material, so far as their own age was concemed, 
the prophets looked upon war as the punishment sent by Yahweh. 


It was an interruption of the peace of well-being, and could be 


| avoided by faithful allegiance to Yahweh and His will. 


The third great idea around which prophetic thought cen- 


tered was that of peace as a spiritual quality. The most 


| 32 Thid., vB. 95. 
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! 
a covenant relationship with God.22 This usage, though funda- 
| mental in shalom, finds expression only once in the prophets, 


J | it being used in this sense by Restab. Closely related to 
Baek usage was Ezekiel's protest against seeking an alliance 

with Egypt because it was a violation of a covenant made with 

Yahweh, the breaking of which would incur His punishment.?- 

| The spiritual quality of peace in Prophetic thought is 


een in the way in which they thought of all war and all peace 


| as directly from Yahweh. We have continuously Pointed out in 
this study thet for the prophets war comes as Yahweh's punish- 
| ment, the invading nations being but tools in His hands, and 

| that peace is likewise for them a blessing which Yahweh grants 
| when the nation faithfully follows Him. 


The two great spiritual concepts around which prophetic 


anic hope. The popular notion of the Day of Yahweh was that of 


| thought of peace gathered were the Day of Yahweh and the messi- 
| 


a day on which Yahweh would bring peace to Israel by destroying 


her enemies. Nahum makes no mention of the Day of Yahweh, but 
his belief that Yahweh is bringing peace to Judah by destroying 


Assyria by war seems to be an expression of this old popular 


' notion that the Day of Yahweh is to be one of peace because of 


the intervention of Yahweh against Israel's enemies.>° With 


the exception of Nahum, we find the Prophets all follow Amos 
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who repudiated this concept of the Day of Yahweh and made it 


the day of the visitation of divine wrath upon Israel for her 
sins.>! This new concept of the Day of Yahweh deepened the 
spiritual significance of peace. For the prophets peace no 
longer depended upon Yahweh intervening on behalf of His peo- 
ple, but depended upon His people living a life of such moral 
and spiritual qualities that they were worthy of the blessing 
of peace. 

The great spiritual ideal which developed with the pre- 
exilic prophets wes that of an ideal messianic state which was 
some time to be established. Peace was to be one of its basic 
characteristics. 

Peace as absence of war found a very important place in 
the messianic ideal. Thus Hosea pictures this age as one in 


38 Isaiah makes 


which swo rds are broken and war is unknown. 
fundamental the idea of the Messiah as the Prince of Peace, an 
Pictures the messianic age as one in which war implements are 
converted into implements of cultivation, the political peace | 
being meintained by divine arbitration.°2 In the passages pre- 
served in Micah peace in this age is in one instance maintaine 
by armaments, and in enother conditional upon the destruction 
of armaments, but we found it impossible to attribute, with on 
degree of confidence, either of these passages to our pre-ex- | 


ilic prophet. 7° Freedom from war was essential to the picture 


36 TBtas eB 25. 
SOP Lpid., Be. ATPL. 
4O Ibid., p. 25. 
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of the future painted by Zephaniah. = Jeremiah, the last of the 


| pre- -exilic prophets to envision an ideal future, makes no defi- 


} 

|nite statement concerning the absence of war in that future, but 
I 

‘war is entirely incompatible with his picture of a well ordered 


| 
| commonwealth living under the New Covenant, = 


But the idea of peace in the ideal future was much larger 
| than simply freedom from war. As we have already seen, under 
Re discussion of peace as centered around the idea of well- 
/eine, the peace of the messianic future was the fullness of | 
| Yahweh's blessing, special stress being laid upon righteousness, 
security, end prosperity.” 


These three great ideas are not mutually exclusive, but are 


| 
| dest thought of as three great foci around which prophetic 
i 


| thought concerning peace concentrated. The fundamental contri- 


Bawienans of the prophets to peace were their stress on the ele- | 
| ment of security in Peace as well-being, to show that peace as | 


| freedom from war was dependent upon right relationships to 


bee and to introduce the great spiritual ideal of messianic 


on Ibid., p. 62. 
| 42 This 9 Ps 9B. 
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COMPREHENSIVE DIGEST OF THESIS 


1 The term shalom, which is the late Hebrew word usually 
| transleted as peace, comes from a root meaning to be complete. 


This same root in cognate languages found expression in words 


) Submission, and peace. In Hebrew usage shalom expressed whole- 
} 
Pe harmony, welfare (including blessing), security, and 
i 


| 
| sovenant relationship. 


The word shalom was not used by Amos. We found that the 


| xey to his thought lay in his inversion of the popular concept 
lof the Day of Yahweh. Amos was primarily concerned with war as 
| the punishment which Yahweh was about to bring upon His own 


‘lana, but foreign nations did not escape Amos' pronouncements. 


i 
| 


) 
| 
| meaning be complete, peaceful, safe, secure, welfare, reward, 
| 


| Because war was instigated by Yahweh as punishment, it was fu- 
i 
| tile to place confidence in the ordinary methods of military 


| defense. For Amos peace was primarily a blessing which could 


Hosea, who likewise did not use shalom, followed Amos in | 
» thinking of war as the method by which Yahweh would bring his 


! 

{ 
| himself with the foreign policy of the nation end opposed all 

| foreign alliances, on the basis that they showed a lack of con- 
} 


{ 

| 

| fidence in Yahweh. Like Amos, he saw that armed resistance wos 
| 


, the messianic passages found in his book, and we believe that he 


judgment on Israel. Hosea went beyond Amos in that he concerme 
| futile against Yahweh's judgment. If Hosea was the author of 
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i\disarmament and through trust in Yahweh. This peace included 
| 


not only freedom from war, but also prosperity and security. 


| 
| 

Vy | The first of the prophets to use shalom was Isaiah, who 
| 

the absense of war, but blessing and prosperity, including fer- 


shows by his use of the term that for him peace meant not only 


tility, social justice, and security. Like Hosea, Isaiah was 
very much concerned about the policy which the king was pursu- 


‘ing. He opposed foreign alliances, and, holding that war wes 


Yahweh's method of punishing both Judah and foreign nations, 


maintained that armed resistance to war was futile. Yet he 


preached the inviolability of Jerusalem when the foe was at the 


gates of the city, because he did not think that Yahweh would 


let His house be defiled. Isaiah's thought about the future 


i 


‘centered around two ideas, the Day of Yahweh, and the messianic 


‘era. He interpreted the former in the same wey as did Amos, it 
wes to be a day on which Yahweh would inflict punishment upon 
whe people by war. In the messianic passages, however, the out- 
look is quite different, with the advent of the messianic king 
wer would be replaced with an ideal peace, which included poli- 
tical peace based on divine arbitretion, prosperity, sociel 


‘justice, and security. 


Micah used the term shalom in the same sense in which | 


State of harmony between the individual and the community. War 


| 
> ee, used it, and in addition, once used it to indicate a | 
| 


‘for Micah was an interruption of the blessing of peace, and 


would be used by Yahweh to punish His People. If the messianic 
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| oesehies of he apy # ‘Malena to Micah, which Te doubtful, ry 
added nothing to Isaiah's thought of peace in the messianic 
era, but did stress the element of security in that peace, 

We find the prophet Zephanieh reminding us very much of 
Amos, with his emphasis upon the Day of Yahweh and war as Yah- 
weh's judgment upon Judah. As with Amos, the foreign nations 
| were also to be victims of the divine wreth. Unlike Amos, he 
gives us ea picture of peace in the future, though this picture 
falls short of the great pictures given to us by Isaiah. It is 
a picture of a poor and humble people who seek refuge in the 
name of the Lord end dwell in security. 

Nahum is best regarded as one of the prophet patriots who 
had reverted to the national Yahweism which preceded the eighth 
century Prophetic movement. He saw Yahweh use war to destroy 
the enemies of Israel, and rejoiced in it. 

There are two possible interpretations of Habakkuk. If 
the oppressors of Judah are an external foe, then Habakkuk sees 
the Chaldeans being raised up to punish the Assyrians, and is 
practically on the same level as Nahum in his reactions. If, 
as geems more Probable to us, the oppressors are within the na- 


tion, then Habakkuk first protests Yahweh's disregard of evil 


thing just about the use of an unrighteous nation to punish a 


| 
and then protests the method of Punishment, for he can see no- | 
Ii 
| 


more righteous one. If this be the correct view, then Habakkuk) 


reaches the greatest height of all the prophets, for he is the 


| only one to question the moral rectitude of war. It is, how- | 


ever, a particular war, and not war in general, that he 


questions. rep 


1 
‘ 


Jeremiah, who used shalom more than any other prophet, used 


it primarily to designate a blessing of well-being and prosper- 


| ity for the community, Placing special emphasis upon the idea 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| of security. Living in especially crucial times, he was greatl 
| 
| concerned about state Policy. He saw both the Scythians and th 
| Chaldeans as Yahweh's instrument to Punish both Judah and the | 
nations. He was opposed to foreign alliances, on the ground 


that they would bring the wrath of Yahweh and war rather than 


Peace. At the time of the siege he saw that it was futile to 
resist Yahweh's egents of Punishment, and held thet safety lay 
in deserting to the enemy. Our knowledge of his thought con- |, 
cerning the future rests Primarily on questionable passages, 

but it seems Probable that for him the peace of the future was 


to be one of security, righteousness, and prosperity. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| Like his predecessors, Ezekiel used shalom to designate a 
| State of well-being and prosperity. For this prophet war was 
the just punishment inflicted upon Judah by Yahweh. It is for 
him in the same catagory as famine and pestilence, 211 being 
methods by which Yahweh might, for Punitive reasons, violate 
the peace of well-being. Foreign alliances are opposed on the 


grounds that they violate the true love relationship which 


| ought to exist between Yahweh and Judah. 

| 

Pre-exilic Prophetic thought concerning peace centered 
| 


around three great ideas: peace as the well-being of the com- 


| 

| ; | 
| munity, peace as absence of war, and peace as a spiritual gqual- 
i 7 

{ 


ity. These ideas are not mutually exclusive, but are 
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foci around which prophetic thought concerning peace shaped it- 
‘self. The fundamental contributions of the prophets to peace 

| 
Fexe to stress the element of security in Deace as well-being, 


ns show that Peace as freedom from war was dependent upon right 


relationships with Yahweh, and to introduce the great spiritual 


ideal of messianic peace. 


| 
| 
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